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EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After nine minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock
and 48 minutes p. m) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Friday, June 16, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1911,
Recmivee of PuBric MoxXEYS.

Robert W. Kemp, of Missoula, Mont., to be receiver of public
moneys at Missoula, Mont.,, vice William H. Houston, resigned.
POSTMASTER,

INDIANA.

Elmer W. Rust to be postmaster at Winslow, Ind. Office
became presidential January 1, 1911.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 1911.
CarrAaIN CoMMANDANT, REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Ellsworth P. Bertholf to be captain commandant, Revenue-
Cutter Service.

SURVEYOR GENERAL OF MONTANA.
Jerome G. Locke to be surveyor general of Montana.
ReceEIvER oF PUBLIc MONEYS.
Robert W. Kemp, receiver, Missoula, Mont.
PoSTMASTERS.

GEORGIA.
Pet L. Cooke, Doerun.
Abbie B. Youmans, Adrian.

ILLINOIS.
William 8. Jenkins, Golconda.
INDIANA.
Claude B. Thomas, Moores Hill
KENTUCKY.
Thomas M. Scott, Somerset.
MISSOURL
T. C. Pinkley, Portageville.
OHIO.
Leroy O. Benedict, Mansfield.
TENNESSEE.

Alvin J. Roller, Bristol.
H. Filmour Shoun, Greeneville.

'HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

THURSDAY, June 15, 1911,

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D.D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Thou Great Spirit, Father, Soul, everywhere preseni, a
potent influence in the affairs of men, we wait upon Thee with
open minds and hearts, that the issues of this day may be in
consonance with Thy holy will, in the Spirit of the Lord Jesus
Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TEEASURY DEPARTMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, there is a wvacancy on
the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department,
caused by the resignation of the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Garrerr]. I desire fo move the election of Mr. Oscan
CAarraway, of Texas, to fill that vacancy.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves the
election of Mr. Carraway to fill the vacancy existing on the
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. Are
there any other nominations?

There were no further nominations, and the motion of Mr.
Uxpegwoob was agreed to.

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a
privileged motion. I move that the Committee on Expenditures

AUTHENTICATED
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in the Interior Department be discharged from the further
consideration of House resolution 105.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida sends to the
Clerk’s desk a privileged resolution, and moves that the Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the Interior t be dis-
charged from its further consideration. The Clerk will read
the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he here

requested fo furnish the House with coples o g plaints,
t!ons, and charges of every character filed in his omce touchlng
management ot the Government Hospital for the Imsane within t.he
past two years, as well as copies of any report as to conditions at
such hospital made by any person or persons under the direction of
the Ix;;e;iur Department, or any other authority on file in said de-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida moves that the
Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be
discharged from further consideration of this resolution. It be-
comes privileged by the fact that the committee has not reported
within the seven days required by the rule.

Mr. MANN. When was the resolution introduced?

The SPEAKER. On April 18.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I understood that the eaucus had
suspended the rule.

The SPEAKER. A caucus can not suspend a rule of the
House. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from
Florida to discharge the committee from the further consider-
ation of the resolution which has been reported by the Clerk.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the
resolution is now before the House, and I desire recognition.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida is recognized
for one hour.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire
of the gentleman how much time he will occupy.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is more than I can tell.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The reason I ask is that the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Foster] would like to have a few min-
utes to make some statements in regard to the resolution.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have no objection to that.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I want to see if we can not adjust
the matter about a division of time.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not care to take up much time,
How much time does the gentleman from Illinois want?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Twenty minutes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will give the gent.‘leman 20 min-
utes, but I want the conclusion.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, that is all right.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Oh, no; the gentleman from Flor-
ida wants 20 minutes, and then at the conclusion of my remarks
20 minutes more.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will give the gentleman 30 min-
utes, and then I will take 10 minutes in conclusion.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would rather the
gentleman from Florida would go ahead and occupy what time
he expects to now and be through with it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida is recognized.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was in-
troduced, as it appears on its face, on the 18th of April of this
year. I shall undertake not to weary the House. I shall not,
I trust, trespass too much upon its time, but this is a question
in which I feel the very deepest of interest. It invelves a mat-
ter that ought to appeal to the conscience of every Member of
this House, no matter what his political affiliations may be,
and on account of my knowledge of some affairs in connection
with it I have felt that in the interest of economic administra-
tion of government and in the interest of humanity this insti-
tution must be thoroughly investigated and such remedies ap-
plied as will correct the existing evils. I offered this resolu-
tion for the purpose of ascertaining facts from the department
having this burean under its control, but the committee has not
seen fit to consider it. The department has made no effort to
answer. I do not blame the department, becaunse it probably
has not been called to the attention of those in charge; and, in
order that the House may fully understand, I desire to say that
1 offered another resolution on this same subject, seeking an
investigation of this institution, which went to the Committee
on Rules of this House, and has been there for some little time.
I do not know, Mr, Speaker, what rules govern the Committee
on Rules, I do know, and it strock me as a rather queer pro-
ceeding, that in this case the persons to be investigated were
sent for. They were heard on the question as to whether or
not they ought to be investigated. Now, an investigation of the
Steel Trust has been ordered at the instance of the Committee
on Rules. T do mot object to that; I think it ought to be in-
vestigated. But I do not understand that Mpr, Morgan or any
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of the gentlemen controlling that trust were sent for by the
Committee on Rules to be interrogated with reference to their
desires as to being investigated. The Sugar Trust is also to be
investigated. I do not know that Mr, Atkins, the acting presi-
dent—if that is his name—or any other person interested in the
Sugar Trust was sent for and interrogated as to the desirability
of their being investigated.

There is also a resolution here, reported from that committee
and acted on by the House, to investigate certain affairs of the
Distriet of Columbia—the corporations, tax assessments, and
so forth. I do not understand that the Commissioners of the
District and the officials of the street railway companies were
sent for and their wishes with reference to their being investi-
gated ascertained; but in this particular case, a case, Mr,
Speaker, which involves in it questions reaching higher than
any question of dollars and cents, which has for its object the
ascertainment of the treatment of about 3,000 human beings,
black, white, male and female, old and young, who unfortu-
nately have become bereft of their reason, the officials in whose
charge these unfortunates are, who are sought to be investi-
gated, are sent for by the Committee on Rules. This is a reso-
lutfon which ought to appeal, as I said in the beginning, to
every man on this floor, no matter what his business in life
or his political affiliations may be, and I want to say here,
Mr. Speaker, in the Fifty-ninth Congress, a Republican
House, a Republican Committee on Rules, upon a resolution
offered by me, ordered an investigation of this institution. The
report came in the House so late in the last days of the dying
Congress that abselutely nothing could be done, and I hold in
my hand now the testimony taken by that investigating com-
mittee, covering about 2,000 pages, at a cost to the Government
of about $30,000, I am told—all wasted, all gone, every dollar
of it expended, and nothing accomplished, except one thing.
1t did appear on this investigation that the superintendent of
that asylum was his own disbursing officer, expending more
than a million dollars a year, with practically no check upon
the manner of its expenditure. That looked a little too tough,
so we find in an appropriation following a little later a provi-
sion that there should be a disbursing officer at the Government
Hospital for the Insane, coupled with the condition that the
superintendent should appoint him and that he should be under
the supervision of the superintendent. The superintendent ap-
pointed a young man who occupied some sort of a confidential
relation to him, whose salary at that time was $1,500, and he
put his salary at $2,500 a year. So the net result of the ex-
penditure of $30,000 in this investigation is the raising of the
salary of one man $1,000 a year,

Mr. Speaker, my resolution now before the Rules Committee
recited the faects of this former investigation, called atten-
tion to the fact that the reports were made too late for action,
and simply asked that a new committee should be appointed
with power to take such small additional testimony as in their
judgment was proper, and report that in connection with this
testimony to this House and let it be acted upon. I have stated
to members of the Rules Committee—I do not know but what I
stated it to the entire committee—that the additional cost
would not exceed $500, and I was perfectly willing, and am
now, that the expenditure should be limited to $500. Yet, Mr.
Speaker, here is a resolution involving the happiness, if such
a thing can come to people so afflicted; involving the comfort;
yea, in some instances involving the lives, of some of these
3,000 people, and the Rules Committee can not afford to spend
$500 to ascertain the relief that is needed, and give the House
an opportunity to extend that relief.

And yet they go down into the Treasury of the United States
for* $25,000 on a fishing expedition against the Sugar Trust.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what measure of proof these
gentlemen require. I was told by one Member that I ought to
submit proof sufficient that if it was a criminal charge it
would warrant a grand jury in returning an indictment. Now,
I do not know much about the law—never pretended to. I
have had a license to practice, and have been hanging around
courthouses for about 30 years, and have absorbed some little
information along those lines by contact with other lawyers.
I do not profess to be in a class with the gentlemen who com-
pose the Rules Committee, and particularly the gentleman who
gave me that valuable information; but, Mr. Speaker, I have
heard somewhere, I have heard it intimated, and I have
absorbed it, and it has been with me for a good long number
of years. I may be wrong, but I have heard of a proposition
something like this: I have been told it is good law that when
a condition is once shown to exist, that condition is pre-
sumed fo continue until the contrary is made to appear by
competent proof.

I put all of this testimony before the Rules Committee, show-
ing, Mr, Speaker, here almost under the Dome of this Capitol, a
most disgraceful condition of affairs, and one which I dare say
does not exist in any like institution anywhere in this country.
I have said, and I say now, that the record in this case, as
drawn out in this testimony, is one long trail of cruel mistreat-
ment of these unfortunate people. Murders have been com-
mitted over there, escapes are frequent, any quantity of wit-
nesses testified to the bad condition of the food, and other things
of that kind, and yet our friends—I agree with them you know;
I am in this economy business myself now; I never have been
much of an economist, do not claim to be, but I remember, and
you all remember, that our distinguished Speaker, for whom I
entertain the very highest regard, and I think he did what was
proper, I know he did from his viewpoint; I do not know if I
would have done it, I am not so good a man as my friend; but
he declined to use an automobile at Government expense because
he said it was no part of the duty of the Government to furnisn
it to him. Here is a little subordinate officer over there, a
bachelor, with eight or nine rooms for his personal use, although
it is very crowded in this institution, there being a scarcity of
room, and they say they can not take care of the inmates but
need more buildings and rooms—here is this man with eight or
nine rooms in his own private apartment, with a special cook
for himself individually, and a servant in his apartment, besides
the coachman and chauffeur—I believe that is what he is
called—and he has two automobiles, a carriage, and a pair of
horses, and the electric cars run right by his door to all parts of
the city. And this is all furnished at the expense of the Gov-
ernment, in addition to his salary. Now, that is economy with
a vengeance. Here is the next highest officer of the Govern-
ment—I think in point of dignity the Speakership is next to the
Presidency—and if any officer of this Government ought to be
furnished with a conveyance to go about over the city befitting
the dignity of his place it is the Speaker, but he has none; and
here is this little subaltern over there, who is an absolute dic-
tator, and who exercises—and I assert this without fear of any
sort of contradiction—this record shows that this man, with the
power given him under the law and the rules of the Interior
Department, is the greatest autocrat in America to-day. He
has no boss, he goes and comes as he pleases, has all of these
conveyances at the expense of the taxpayers of this country, and
yet my friends, who are extremely economical, think that this
ought to continue, I presume. !

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker—— ’

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. For a question; yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the management of this
institution come under the District Commissioners in any form?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. They are in no way respon-
sible for the things charged by the gentleman?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Not in the slightest. The institu-
tion was originally established, I will say to my friend and
for the benefit of the House—

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Pardon me, just one more
question—then the government of this institution is wholly
with the Department of the Interior?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Absolutely.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I understand the District
sends patients to the institution.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am going to explain that; yes.
The institution was originally established as a hospital for
the insane of the Army and Navy. In the course of time the
statute was amended by which the indigent insane of the
Distriet were admitted, and finally the eriminal insane of the
whole country.

That is to say, persons arraigned in Federal courts who ar
found to be insane are sent there. .

Now, Mr. Speaker, this record shows other things. It shows
that the criminal insane are permitted to mingle with the
innocent insane, and all authorities agree that this should not
be allowed. They have over there about 1,000 acres of land.
They conduct some quite extensive farming operations, and this
man is the farmer, he is the doctor, he is the business manager,
he is just as much the disbursing officer to-day as he ever was,
He can discharge his disbursing officer in two minutes if he
wishes to do so, and he will do it, of course, whenever the
fellow does not do what he wanfs him to do.

Now, I say the old case showed by numbers of witnesses—
and I have them all eollated, but I shall not take up the time
of the House to read it—numberless instances of cruel and
inhuman treatment. It shows numerous instances of bad and
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unfit food given to those people. It ghows that the manage-
ment is loose and careless on account of the great number of
escapes. Another thing, too, this committee had superintend-
ents of State asylums all over the country—and the record
shows that Congress appropriates $220 per capita per annum;
when you add to that the pension money which they get from
the old soldiers incarcerated there, the per capita cost goes
up to about $300 per annum. There is not another institution
in America where there is anything approaching that cost per
capita; and I assert, Mr. Speaker, that a proper investigation
of this institution by a commitiee that meant o investigate,
that meant to go to the bottom of it in good faith in order to
relieve these people, would save this Government from $200,000
to $250,000 per annum. And then these patients would be
better treated than they are to-day.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
g:.u;:; yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.

AGE

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; for a question.

Mr. PAGE. The supervision of the expenditures of this insti-
tution being under the Interior Department, is not this matter
within the province of the House Committee on Expenditures
in the Interior Department?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The question as to the financial end
of it, I think, would be; but that is only one guestion.

Mr. PAGE. At the moment I interjected the question the
gentleman was speaking of the financial end of the proposition
and the financial affairs of the institution, and I want to say
that I am in sympathy with the gentleman as to what he was
m{gmg as to the expenses and the enormous expendifure per
patient.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. Will the gentleman allow
me to ask him a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes, sir.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I did not understand just
what the gentleman meant by his reference to the fact that
some old soldiers over there were drawing pensions and that
that was counted in the cost of maintenance.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will explain that. By the way,
I want to call attention to another fact just a moment. As I
said in the beginning, I do not profess to know a great deal
about law, but these old soldiers are sent to that institution
usudlly from the soldiers’ homes over the country. For instance,
if the governor of a soldiers’ home, or a subordinate of his,
happens fo fall out with the old fellow, if he is guilty of some
infraction of some minor rule of the institution, and they want
to get rid of him, he simply writes out a certificate and the
soldier is committed to St. Elizabeth’s Hospital for the Insane.
There is no trial by jury, no trial by a court; he never has his
day in court. Now, in the soldiers’ home, as I understand it,
the pension money goes to the individual for the benefit of the
particular pensioner, but when he comes here, under what I
consider to be a strained construction of the law, they take
five-sixths of his pension money and cover it into the general
fund of the institution. So you have the money which a
beneficent Government has seen fit to give to these old soldiers
going into a fund to take care of the criminal insane, the
indigent insane, and other people, with whom he has no con-
nection, thereby depriving him of some of the little comforts
which the Government intended he should get out of this money.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Is that five-sixths of his
pay intended to pay the expenses of the soldier in the hos-

ital?
. Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is deducted to pay his expenses
in connection with those of nearly 3,000 other people. He gets
one-sixth of his pension. The other five-sixths is put into the
general fund and expended for the benefit of all

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield,
Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to
the gentleman from South Dakota?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Do I understand the gentle-
man diseriminates between the criminal insane and those sent
to the Government Hospital for the Insane from the soldiers’
homes throughout the country? I understood the gentleman
to speak specially of the criminal insane,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did not catch the gentleman’s
question.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I wish the gentleman would
explain what he means when he said “criminal insane,” and

whether he means the criminal insane as distinguished from
those who are sent fo the institution from the soldiers’ homes
throughout the country.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. When I say “ insane criminal " and
“eriminal insane,” I use the ferms interchangeably, although
there is a distinction. I mean by “ eriminal insane " people who
have been arraigned in court or indicted for a criminal offense
who plead insanity and are supposed to be insane. They there-
fore can not be tried in a eivil court on the eriminal charge,
and they are committed to this place because of their insanity.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then the gentleman had ref-
erence entirely to the crimipal insane, and he does not mean
that men were taken from the soldiers’ homes under certificate
of the superintendent?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh, no; not at all. These criminal
insane come from the courts throughout the country, whereas
the old soldiers come from the soldiers’ homes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The gentleman says that they
are sent there under certificate of the superintendents of the
soldiers’ homes and that the superintendents have sole and ab-
solute authority to commit them, and that there is no other
provision for sending persons in the national soldiers’ homes to
the Government Hospital for the Insane.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is all.

Mr. BURKHE of South Dakota. I understand you to say that
five-sixths of the pension money goes into the common fund?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does that apply fo a man
with a family?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It applies to all of them.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It makes no difference
whether he has a wife and family or not?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; they take that money; and if
any is left, then they divide it with the family.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like the gentleman to
explain that.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I wish to ask a question in
connection with the reply to the gentleman from South Dakota.
Is it not the practice throughout the United States in the soldiers’
homes to take a part of their pensions, and does not that apply
to these insane soldiers when they are committed as indigent
patients? :

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I think so; but that is when a
man has not got a family. When he has a family, a certain por-
tion of it goes to his family. I am not making any assertion,
though; I am simply trying to get information.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did not hear what the gentleman
from New Jersey said.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am calling the attention of
the gentleman from South Dakota to the fact that it was a
common practice throughout the country to take some part of
the pensions of the old soldiers when they are committed as
insane patients to the Government institution.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The law provides that—

And such on shall mlﬂ intendent disbursed and used
under ons to be pr by the SBecretary of the Interior for
the benefit of the pensioner, and in case of a male pensioner, his wife,
minor children, and dependent parents, or if a female pensioner, her
minor children, if any, tbe order named, and to pay his or her board
and maintenance in the h tal; the remainder of such pension money,
if any, to be placed to the credit of the pensioner, and to be paid to
the pensioner or the guardian of the pensioner in the event of his or
her discharge from the hospital; cr, in the event of the death of said
g:nslaner. while an inmate of sald hospital, shall, If a female pensioner,

Eald to her minor children, and in the case of a male pensioner be

to his wife, if living; if no wife survive him, then to his minor
children ; in case there is no wife or minor children, then the said un-
balanece to his or her credit shall be applied to the general uses

of said hospital.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman a question.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker——

The SPHAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Florida
yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. To the gentleman from South
Dakota.

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman if the statute that he has just read does not apply to
the pension that may be due to a soldier—that has accumu-
lated—to the soldier who has no direct heirs, and that that sum
is the money that goes into the general fund, and not the pen-
gion as it comes in regularly each quarter?




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2091

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No, sir; it applies to every cent that
he gets while an inmate of that institution, whether it is back
pay or ewrrent pay.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to say to the
gentleman that I happen to be familiar with the case of a sol-
dier who was in one of the national sanitariums, and he had
nn accumulation of several hundred dollars—I think it amounted
to §1,500 or $2,000—and the man had been incompetent for some
time before his death, and the brother of this soldier, upon his
death, attempted to get that money, and he went up against this
law which the gentleman has just read. It was claimed that
under that law that money went into the regular fund of that
institution, and that the heirs could not get it; that the money
was there to the eredit of the institution, and if the soldier had
lg;lef and left the institution he might have taken it away with

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That was not in this asylum?

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It was in a national sani-
tariom.

AMr. CLARK of Florida. I am stating, Mr. Speaker, what is
the fact with reference to St. Elizabeth’s Asylum. It does not
make any difference what the law or the theory may be. The
fact is here admitted by the superintendent, and is not denmied
by anybody, that he takes five-sixths of every dollar from every
old seldier who comes into that institution, and he puts it into
the general fund.

Mr. BURKRE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman cite us
that record that he says is in evidence?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Surely. The gentleman can get it
in the document room, the testimony taken by the Olcott com-
mittee.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yleld to -

the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman a moment ago made a state-
ment which to me is a most astounding one. I want the gen-
tleman to put into the Recorp the statute which aunthorizes the
governor of an old soldiers’ home, by a mere certificate of his,
without an examination, to send an old soldier to the insane
asylum. If I understood the gentleman, it was that upon the
mere certificate of the governor of an old soldiers’ home——

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. One of the inmates of that home conld be
transferred to St. Elizabeth’s?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. I say if the law is as the gentleman has con-
strued it, it ought to be amended.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes

Mr. GARNER. Because no old soldier in any home ought
to be absolutely at the mercy of the governor, and be placed
in an insane asylum on the governor's certificate alone.

Mr. COX of Ohio. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to
the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will yleld in a moment. I do
not want to be misunderstood. I say that in these soldiers’
homes there is no jury trial, there is no court investigation,
there is nothing except what the authorities of the home them-
seives see fit to make, and the old soldier is sent to St. Eliza-
beth’'s upon the certificate of the governor of the home, and
that is all.

Mr., BARNHART. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, CLARK of Florida. I have promised to yield to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox].

Mr. COX of Ohio. I want to state this case, because I think
it is in point and should become a part of the record. A few
days ago an old gentleman who had been an inmate of the
Hampton Home came to me and stated his case, and I made
inquiry of the St. Elizabeth's institution itself and had the
claims which were made to me by this man verified. The faets
were these: The soldier was committed to the institution here
upon the statement of the governor of the Hampton Home that
he was insane. He was kept out there two or three months—I
think from last February until a few weeks ago. At the expi-
ration of this time the surgeon there certified that the soldier
was not then insane, and was not insane, apparently, when he
was brought into the institution. Regardless of these facts
and that situation, five-sixths of his pension money was still
retained by the institution, and they have declined to give it up
upon my request.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I must go on, because
there are several things I want to say which I have not the
time fo say.

In addition to this reecord here, which any gentleman can get
and examine if he is sufficiently interested to read it, in addi-
tion to this testimony there has been testimony taken by the
present Rules Committee. As I say, I filed before that com-
mittee this record, under the theory that a condition once shown
to exist is [Jresnmed to continue until the contrary appears.
The contrary has not appeared, and I insist that the conditions
are as bad there to-day as they were at the time this testimony
was taken. But, in addition to that, I filed with the committee
affidavits of people, some attendants, some who had been in-
mates, some who were not connected with the institution at all,
showing absolutely that this cruel treatment continues and
that the bad foed conditions eontinue.

Now, here is a letter written to me. I never saw the man
in my life. It is written in a hand like copperplate. He uses
as good language as anyone you mect. He writes an infinitely
better letter than I can, and probably better than soine cther
gentlemen of my acquaintance. I want to read what he says.
The law requires this superintendent to devote all his time to
that institution, and yet he admits that he is all over the
country, delivering lectures here and there. If you will take
this record and go through it carefully, every time, almost
without exception, where it appears that some disorder took
place or some one escaped or something of that kind oceurred,
Dr. White was absent from the institution. Now, this leiter
was written June 2 of this year. Listen:

In reading the daily pe'rs 1 notice that the su
ital also the v iting committee are ba

tendent of the
the truth very
re

I will not give this man's name; he is a patient; but the
committee has seen it. I do not want to get the poor devil inta
any more trouble than he is in now—

If I could see yom or your secretary privately I think myself and a
T you a few thmygxpin regird the mismanage-

ment of th!s institution. As it is, 1 wiil say this In the past two
and four months vislfing committée has been seen in the

oward Hall building ,'mst once,

“Two years and four months.” Howard Hall is where the
insane criminals are kept. Now, mind you, gentlemen, before
the Committee on Rules appeared members of this Board of
Visitors, as they did before the Olcott committee, this emi-
nently respectable Board of Visitors, nice old gentlemen and
old ladies—I will not say “old” ladies, for they never grow
old—niece old gentlemen of distingnished appearance, emi-
nently respectable as this Board of Visitors is, and they say,
“Why, everything over there is as nice as pile. It is perfectly
elegant.” One of them said that the management of this man
was “simply marvelous.” They go over there once at month,
at stated periods, when everything is fixed for the occasion,
and I suppose the superintendent gives them a good dinner
and may be some other things—I do not know—and then they
come back delighted with the institution, Here is this man,
who says that doring two years and four months he has been
there this Board of Visitors has not been in Howard Hall
building but once.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OCLARK of Florida. For a question.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this letter from an inmate?

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Yes.

M'I;. FITZGERALD. He was committed there as an insane
man

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; and that is what these fellows
say whenever you find a man in charge of insane people and
anything occurs that does not look right, he smiles and says,
“ Oh, you know he is crazy, he is not responsible.” I have had
a little observation of that thing before.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Florida is reading
and discussing the statement contained in this letter in which
it says that the board of visitors was seen in Howard hall
onee in two years and four months.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr, FITZGERALD. For my own information I would be
glad if the gentleman would inform the House as to what
opportunities this man would have to give any reliable infor-
mation as to the number and character of the visits made by
the board of visitors.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. This man is in Howard hall, and he
would know if the board of visitors came there,

Mr. FITZGERALD. He might or he might not. This man
is a criminal inmate, is he not?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; but the idea that a beard of
visitors, whose business it is to visit and inspect, can go into
a place of that kind without this énmate seeing them is absurd.
Here is an intelligent man who has not seen them but once
in two years and four months. That was February 2, 1909. He

er Enys:

Dr. White visited the same building four times.
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Here is the superintendent in two years and four months
visiting Howard Hall, the criminal insane ward, that he ought
to visit more often than any other—rvisiting this Howard Hall
four times in two years and four months. He gives the dates.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. For a question.

Mr. SHERLEY. Is that statement borne out by the testi-
mony of anybody else?

Mr. CLARK of Flerida. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman read that evidence?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I can not take the time; it is in this
record. It is borne out by other witnesses that Dr. White visits
there very irregularly, and some of them say not at all.

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Just for a question, and then this is
going to end it, because I must hurry.

Mr. KOPP. Does the gentleman think it is quite fair to Dr.
White to criticize him in this way for not visiting this ward,
based upon that letter, when it is a well-known fact by all those
who have examined the question that many of the criminal
insane are kept in the cells a great part of the time, and usually
they are the class who are clever enough to write a letter of
that kind?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Do I think it is fair to do what?

Mr. EOPP. To criticize Dr. White, basing the eriticism upon
a letter from an inmate who may be one of the vicious insane
and confined to his cell? ;

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh, of course; if a man is unfortu-
nately crazy on some subject, they have a right to treat him as
they please, and he ought not to complain, and his word is not
worth anything, The poor devil is there under the charge of
a crime, we will say; and I want to say that better men than
this record shows Dr. White to be have been charged with
crime.

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have not the time now, Mr,
Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines o yield.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry; but I
want to finish. The letter continues:

ittee. There were three Indi-

ﬂdlzg}gn%ergidgshl?iuf:e?z “gg%rut:% ?1%913? August 25, 1910, he came

to ward 5, when we were about to in to thelr so-called dinner,

golely to see Willard, the man who shot Beck; and March 20, 1911, he
ssed through two wards. What his object was I failed to find out,

Hoping that these few lines will reach you, for I am sending them
over the doctor's head, and he came very nearly placing me in my
grave about six months ago for trying to reach Congress; and I would
write more, but there is a fela::s :igl;li‘nﬂngrggﬁrtta%%t it may mls;nr:-ny.
milﬂ{ﬁ“u"%e"’mﬁ?&a”i tloetlé:‘er from me asking him to call here? Wiil

d enough to let me know if you receive this letter,
:g:i gtl;a:ge M}h i eusn!ﬁ? Please forgive me for trespassing on your

time—

And so forth.

Mr. Speaker, of course that is worth nothing, and none of
the testimony of any of these inmates is worth anything, when
put against the testimony of a man charged here with permit-
ting occurrences at that institution which, if they are true, are
worse than a crime. A

Mr. Speaker, I assert that no man, I do not care what he is
convicted of, I do not care what erime he commits—no jailbird,
no conviet with stripes on him—is half so mean, is half so low,
is half so contemptible as is the man who will mistreat helpless,
fnsane people in his care and keeping. [Applause.] There are
numbers of other such letters here. Here is one that I will not
read, because the Janguage in it I would not care to read, bat it
tells of conditions that are simply fearful, repulsive, shocking to
the sense of decency of any man. That thing and those things
are allowed over there. Mr. Speaker, you will come nearer get-
ting the truth, as a general rule, from children, fools, and crazy
people than you will from your sleek, interested, designing gen-
tlemen. How can you ever make proof unless you use this class
of people? I assert that the record taken here before the old
committee and before this committee showed that this Board
of Visitors were absolutely incompetent to speak upon this sub-
ject. They had not been there enough; they had not had the
opportunity to know the facts with reference to this manage-
ment.

I will tell another thing that this record shows, and there is
no evidence that that has ceased, either. There is a firm of
lawyers in the city of Washington who are employed by Dr.
White, and I will tell you what the court record shows in one
sase, and I am informed that there are plenty of others just like
it. Some old soldier was put in there and he had $226 of back
pension money due him. The superintendent wanted it in the

hospital, of course, so he gets one of these lawyers to file a peti-
tion in his name, praying for the appointment of a committee in
Iunacy to take charge of the poor devil's estate. The other
lawyer partner is appointed the committee in lunacy. The attor-
ney who filed the petition got $25, the committee in lunacy got
$25, two of the doctors of the institution got $10 apiece in addi-
tion to their salaries, and, with the court costs and other charges,
it cost that poor devil eighty-odd dollars to collect the $226
due him by a beneficent Government; and that sort of thing
continues to this day.

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, personally, T
care nothing about this. It is true I have some constituents in
there, and I have letters from their relatives, but I am inter-
ested in this question, and I am interested upon the broad lines
of humanity, but I want to say to you, and I want to say to
this House, how can we go home, you particularly who represent
large constituencies of these soldiers, how can you go home to
your people with the record staring you and them in the face
showing that these people are systematically robbed of their
little pittance, that they are forced to associate with the lowest
class of criminals who go to that institution? Why, the super-
intendent says that none of the insane criminals are intermin-
gled with the others; but I examined him, and upon cross-
examination I made him admit that a certain physician, I will
not call any names, indicted in the courts of Washington for the
heinous crime of infanticide, plead insanity, was sent to St.
Elizabeth's, and at the time this testimony was taken, he was
not only an inmate of Maple ward, where the officers of the
Army and Navy are kept, but he was absolutely on the pay roll
of the institution drawing a salary every month. There is the
record. That man—it makes no difference if he was a profes-
sional man and an educated man—is just as much a criminal as

.the vilest, lowest, meanest, sneak thief in that institution. [Ap-

plause.] Ah, Mr. Speaker, I say that you can talk about saving
dollars for the people, you can talk about the probing of this
department and the other, here is one that ought to appeal to
the conscience of every man of this House who has a heart in
him. This man is an absolute monarch over there, and these
old soldiers who are sent there from all over this country are
treated as I have told you the record here shows they are
treated. Now, as I said a moment ago, I do not happen to come
from a section where many of this class of people who are in-
carcerated here come from, but, Mr. Speaker, I am an American
citizen. That flag is mine, and I always cheerfully vote to pay
a pension to the old soldiers of my country. [Applause.]

And, as T said to a gentleman last night, I will vote for the
enactment of any pension bill that my, friends from the North
bring in here and say their people want. [Applause.] But here
are these people. They have spent their lives in the service of
their country, spent it upon a pittance. God knows they get
nothing for active service; and in their old days, when the sup
of life is sinking beyond the hills and these old soldiers,
crippled, wounded, and tottering on to the grave, bereft of rea-
son, God help them when they fall into that institution with
this record under the sworn testimony in the case. Is that the
treatment that a just Government ought to accord to those peo-
ple? I am appealing to you people who come from among them.
Gentlemen talk on that side about the old soldier. Now, I am
not making this talk for any votes that may come to me. There
are not enough, although we have got quite considerable and
they are growing more numerous with us every year, but there
are not enough in my district to seriously affect me, if I do not
get them. Thank God, I do get them, and they are my friends
and I am theirs, but you people who may be dependent upon
that vote for your seats in this House, I ask you, Do you think
that is just and righteous treatment to be accorded them? Oh,
I see some gentlemen smile who live in that section, but they
get those votes. Mr. Speaker, my conduct in this House and my
vote in this House shall never be measured solely upon the line
of saving dollars to the people. I shall vote at all times, so far
as I am able, guided and directed by my conscience as to what
is right. This record shows that this is wrong. I know that
some members of the committee have been there and looked the
ground over at the instance and invitation of the superintendent.
I do not object to that; it is a good thing to do——

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit an in-
terruption right there?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to
the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have only about five minutes re-
maining,

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Will the gentleman mention the
names of this comumittee who have been invited there by the
superintendent?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 8o I understand—
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Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If the gentleman understands it,
then mention the names of those who have been invited there
by the—

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am not animadverting upon them
for going—I understand the gentleman did—— .

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Do you mean to say I was in-
vited by the superintendent?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not; no. I do not know
whether you were or not. And it is perfectly immaterial.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. But you made the statement that
they had been invited to visit by the superintendent of the
institution ?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would not confine myself strictly
to that statement.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I think you ought not to do it

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I say not, and I am not animad-
verting upen the gentleman or anybody else for going, but I say
that the superintendent and others said that you could not in-
vestigate under three days, and that, in my judgment, wounld bea
cursory investigation. I am not censuring the gentleman or
anybody else for going there. They ought to go. Every Mem-
ber of this House should go, and go at a time when not ex-
pected to be there.

Now, I say, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. NYE. Just one question.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes.

Mr. NYE. Did the Olcott committee draw any conclusions
from the testimony and make any recommendation?

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Yes; they made quite a number of
recommendations. A majority of the committee as a whole
approved of the situation there. But still they recommended
certain changes, and so on. The minority of the committee did
not approve of it, and they pointed out some other things
which they said were wrong, and so on. But——

Mr, KOPP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit just
one question?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. How much time have I left, Mr.
Speaker?

The SPEAKER. Four minutes,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield for just a question.

Mr, KOPP. Other than the charge of misappropriation of
pension money, which is clearly before the House, will the
gentleman state in a few words just what the injustices are
that are being suffered by the old soldiers—that he thinks
should be investigated?

Mr. CLAERK of Florida. I have been trying to do so. I cer-
tainly have been very unfortunate if I have not made myself
understood on that point. I have not a very extensive vocabu-
lary——o

Mr. KEOPP. I ask in all sincerity. I understood the gentle-
man’s charges in a general way were against the institution.
The last part of his plea was for the old soldiers, as though they
were suffering some special injustice. Now, what is that
injustice? ;

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will state that. I say that they
are taking his pension money. I say the record shows he does
not get sufficient food. The record shows his clothing is not
sufficient. The record shows that he is made to assoclate with
ecriminal insane, which is wrong——

Mr. KEOPP. One more question. I would like to ask the
gentleman whether he was ever out at that institution and
saw the old soldiers?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No, sir.

Mr. EOPP, I will say for his information that I have been
all through it, and not at anyone’s invitation.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I can not yield for the gentleman to
make a speech, as I have only two minutes left.

Mr. KEOPP. Just a second. It is immaculately clean—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr., CrArg]
declines to yield. :

Mr. OLARK of Florida. I want to say this, and then I am
going to close. I have not been there. I am not testifying
before this House of my personal knowledge, I am taking the
record as it is here. I am taking the sworn testimony of the
witnesses before the Olcott committee and this committee.
KXhat is what T am arguing this case from. And I will say
th the gentleman that I have nothing personal in this matter
agajnst Dr. White, or Dr. Black, or anybody else; but I do say
that the record in this case shows that it is an outrageous
condition of affairs over there, and one that ought not to be
tolarated by a Government such as ours. I say, Mr. Speaker,
thet She criminal insane ought not to mingle with the innocent
ineane. I say that this pension money ought not to be taken
frcm these people, and I say the food and clothing ought to
be of a better character when he is getting about $300 per

capita ench year to take care of them. Now, Mr. Speaker, just
one word more.

I have been investigating this matter for five years. I have
gone into the records. I have talked with wiinesses; I have
heard them testify; and I know from their statements what
the conditions are, and not from my own knowledge. I have
made my fight. And I ask permission, Mr. Speaker, to put in
the Recorp, in connection with my remarks, such parts of the
testimoriy as will be appropriate to the statement I have made.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks leave to extend his
remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle-
man if he proposes to insert anything that has been printed in
the hearings?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I hope, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen
will not interrupt.

Mr. MANN. This interruption will not be taken out of the
gentleman’s time. The gentleman from Florida requested
leave to insert some papers in connection with his remarks?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. They are affidavits and

papers that have been presented and letters that have been
sent to me.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I regret that I have not the time.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Florida that he be allowed to extend his re-
marks in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I simply want to state this, and I
crave the indulgence of the House for a second or two. I
have made a fight to get this investigation. I have made it
from the humanitarian standpeint. I have made the fight,
and I have shown the committee that it would cost only $500.
I do not believe it would cost even that much to do it. But I
have put this record here so that the House would know and
the couniry would know about these conditions that prevail in

sight of this House and in sight of this Capitol of the Nation.
[Applause.]

I submit the following letters as a part of my remarks:

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority, ome Mr,
Kelly, the subseriber to this afidavit, who, duly womt,y s

That he was employed as an attendant at Government Hospital
for the insane for about two months during the spring of 1910 that
Dr. William A. White was then, as he is now, superintendent of said
asylum ; that affiant as guch attendant was employed in P ward, where
about 45 patients were kept, there being two attendants on duty for
this number durlng the da; and one at night; that some of the
patients in P ward were excited and dangerous, and that at times
gomﬁl of %:n aﬁta:tjz Whgd became m:ﬁmlmmedm c.tllm use ge great force

¥ the a ants in subdn! pa: W was to the in-
mﬂicle::td number of attit:entdaga 1t it

That dangerous patients have opportun and use dangerous
weapons, such as salt bottles, knives, and forks; Sut there is no sg:edu
separation of the classes of cases at meal time; potatoes served with
jackets on, and many patients eat them that way. That excited cases

aced in side or cl rooms have no arrangement for their tollet or
'or drink water ; that the meat actnally smells from its rotten state
when served on the table of the patients and the attendants, and that
butterine for bread Is not a ;{?rt of the menu ; the coffee is poar,
a.ndnosu;partsmrvedtopa ents, as affiant has given su from the
attendants' table to some of the unfortunates. That the cﬁi{hea served
patients are generally misfits and are not seasonable, the same suit often
used throughout the year. Frequently the linen for patients and beds
would run short; not sufficlent help at the table to wait on patients,
and frequdently not sufficient food served for the needs of the patients.
Never saw Dr. White in hospital ward but once; walked hurriedly
through and spoke to several patients omly. Never saw a minlster or
priest in the hospital ward, although many ‘were extremely ill, and quite
a number died while I was there,

The hours of work for the attendants areé from 6 a. m. to 8 p. m,,
with one half day off each week and one mnight each week until 12 p. m.
And that afflant has knowledge of other facts which will tend to show
mismanagement of said Institution, and upon an investigation he could
and would go into ter detail relative to the facts herein stated.

That affiant further states that he was not discharged from said in-

titution, but left on his own accord because of the conditions existing

[
there,
Wi R. Keriy.
Subseribed and sworn to this 12th day of June, 1911.
[smAL] JogN H. Kixa,
Notary Public, District of Columbia,
ANACOSTIA, June 12, 1911,
I deslre to state that I was an attendant at the Government Hos-
pital for the Insane for the past seven years—resigned on June 3, 1911,
That during my seven yeara of service I have seen many patients
go away trromtttua table hungry because there was not sufficient fcod
or them to eat.
The clothing of the inmates was lll-fitting, poor material, not warm
enough during the winter.
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No sugar put on the tables of the inmates under my care; eggs
not more than twice each month.

Frequently the meat had a bad odor, and most always underdone.

1 have known of patients from Howard Hall (criminal insane) to be
In the wards with the innocent insame. I have had wor under
me on general work in institotion’s grounds patients of the innocent
Insane working side by side with the criminal insane patients from
Howard Hall. In one case was that of a young boy, & military patient,
worked in the same gang with the criminal insane, These same gangs
of patients would eat and sleep in the same ward.

o inducement was given or held out to them for working. Have known
them to go over a week without any allowance of tobacco.

Never saw Dr. William A. White in the dining room of my patients
for over two years; prior to that time only about three or four times
in seven years.

The patients recelved the same weight of undercloth winter and
summer (cnen? cotton material). Common, coarse, heavy sh
brogans, and bhave had considerable trouble to get a supplyw:f
shoes when patients needed them badly.

Never saw the patients under my care, in West Lodge, ever get milk.

The buildings were poorly rded by insecure gratings, easg' to
escape If patients so desired. Not enough help to wait on the tables;
food poorly prepared ; seen greens served with sticks in it.

After the newspaper publications as to escapes the authorities put
on additional attendants. Not sufficient on duty to prevent harsh
treatment of patients and escapes.

West Lodge No. 3 was very cold last winter day and night.

Last winter no rubber boots allowed to patients under me, and,
consequently, it was a common thing for the patients to be returned
with their feet soaking wet. No changes at hand to dry them.

Bufterine is not served at every meal.

Towel would serve for many patients, some of whom would be
suffering from eruptions on the skin.

Constant complaint monﬁ:mti patients that they did not ﬁet enough
to eat, clothes not warm e winter, poor food, etc. left the
institution because of the poor food (compelled to eat two-thirds of
my meals outside), poor wages, and bad conditions existing at the
institution. .

ERNEST BROWN,
2116 Fifteenth Street SH., Anacostia, D. 0.

WasmiNGroN, D. C., June 2, 1911,
Hon. FrRANK CLARE, 0
House of Representatives,

DEAR SIR: In reference to the proposed Investigation of the adminis-
tration of St. Elizabeth's Hostgitag by a comm!tt@ot the House, I be
to state that I have visited there for 18 years past in the interest o
niy 'on(i one of the patients, and have had some o portnnltg of judgmg
of conditions In the ward on the main floor of building R, in whic
the so-called sick patients are confined.

This ward, I am informed, has a capacity for 50 patients and is
nearly always full, yet there is only one water-closet and one bath-
tub (in a separate room). Obviously this has no tendency to promote
cleanliness. In the domltgerg in which my son is confined (a wing of
the apartment just described) are 14 e one directly opposite an-
other, hﬁx the side of the entrance to the closet. To obey the calls of
nature summer or ter these invalids must walk barefoot over
bare floors, with bare backs exposed throngn shirts glit from neck to
tall. They may obviate this bdv; resorting the dirty habit of usi
one of the commodes screencd off for their accommodation, to be emptl
no one knows when, so that the patients who have no physleal allment
are exposed to contamination from the feces of those who have, no less
than from the respiration of so t a crowd In go small a space.

These patlents, too, are of all ages—from early manhood, throuih
middle life, to old aé.o_“ that the natural tendency Is for the older to
lagl the vitality of the younger. Such Is nature's law.

¥ son went into the hospital with a perfect set of teeth, A few
{aars ago we discovered that all the teeth on one side of the upper jaw
ad been drawn, while all the other teeth were left intact. It Is easier
to draw than to treat. His was an alleged case of mental imbecility,
and it was declared would be progressive. But we have not been able
to detect any deterloration in the 18 years of his confinement, except
that he has lost the power of speech.

These conditions seem to illustrate the importance of establishing a
training school for the mentally defective In this hospital. Many might
in time acquire the ability of self-support instead of drifting Into in-
difference and utter helplessness where they become a perpetual charge
upon the community.

When the laundered clothing and hedding are delivered, they are
dumped in a pile upon the floor, and the attendants lay hold with great
energy and, in atteg:tpting to distribute them, throw them over the
bare floors instead providing suitable receptacles for them. The
game seems to afford them rare sport. The Board of Visitors may be
g0 called in derision, because they mever visit.

Very respectfully,
R. T. MORSELL,
1518 P Btreet NW.

P. 8,—Many of these gg.tianta are kert in bed continually when they
ought to be out gettin, e air. But it saves attendance to keep them
on their backs and perhaps hasten their dissolution. R

WasHINGTON, D. C., June 8, 1911,
Hon. Fraxk CLARK,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Siw: Responsive to your suggestion that I should write a few
words in explanation of my letter to my client, Mr. David R. Watson,
dated April 24, 1911, and filed with the Committee on Rules by the
SBecretary of the Interlor, I will state as follows:

On the 11th day of June, 1910, Mr. Watson had a hearing In the
pupreme court of the District in a habeas corpus proceeding. Drs.
Glasscock and Franz and Attendants Thompson, Barrie, and Burch
testified against Mr. Watson, while he was the only witness in his
own behalf, the physlcian upon whom I was relying being at the time
pbsent from the city.

The testimony was taken stemographically, and I inclose it herewith
In typewriting for gour examination.

As n summary of the testimony, which was the basis of my letter

“ to Mr. Watson, I will simply state that the hospital physicians ad-
mitted under cross-examination that Mr. Watson was temperate, intel-
ligent, had a good memory, was not dangerous; that he did not get

into altercations with other patients unless 1pm\vol:l:‘d bdv them ; that he
was permitted to go to the city unattended frequently during his entire
term of confinement; and that his only so-called * epileptiform convul-
sions ' consisted of mot over three occurrences during his 10 years'
confinement, resembling a nightmare, happening at night, and occupy-
ing only a few minutes, and in one instance only a half minute, accord-
ing to the testimony of the attendants who-observed them, the doctors
who testified never hav!ng done 0. The only “ insane delusions” tes-
tified to was Mr. Watson's belief that he had been persecuted by Mr.
Burch and that Dr. Franz was attempLLn? to hypnotize him, The
testimony disclosed the fact that Dr. Franz is a professional hypnotist,
whose business it is to hypnotize the patients at St. Ellzabeth’s,
though he testified that he hag not attempted to hypnotize Mr. Watson.
It further appeared that some years ago, when Mr. Watson, permis-
sion of the District authorities, had set np a small business in Wash-
ington for the sale of canes and patriotic songs of his own manufacture
and composition to Grand Army men, he had been interfered with by
Mr. Burch, who summarily locked him up because he came in late, as
he bad a right to do by the terms of his pass, and keeping him locked
up for several days, thus destroying hils business. Mr. Burch, though
denying Mr. Watson's statement, admitted under cross-examination
tha atson had established a business and that he was confined and
revented from going to the city about the time as charged by Mr.

atson, but that he did so upon the order of the physician in charge,
which Mr. Watson denied and stated he was released by that physician
as soon as he became aware that he (Watson)was so conflned. It is
clear that these were not insane delusions, as there were facts upon
which his suspicions were based.

It is further intimated in this case that Mr. Watson believed in
ﬂ:irltua!lsm, but there was no proof on that point whatever, and even

he did so believe it wonld be no evidence of insanity.

The rorelgoinﬁ' summary, therefore, shows that the signed statement
made by Dr. hite to ﬁepresentative McKinLey, forwarded by the
secretary to the Committee on Rules in this connection, was neither
warranted nor justified by the facts set out in the sworn testimony of
the honfﬂtsl witnesses,

And I will further sa‘{ that the letters sent to Mr. Watson's daugh-
ter and sister by Dr. White have been equally ex rated and mis-
leading, and calculated to dissuade them from assisting in Mr, Wat-
son's release from the ‘hosPita!. I would further state that Mr.,
Watson is not the spendthrift deseribed in Dr. Waite's letter, but on
the contrary has saved up a large part of the enormous income of
$2.50 per month (allowed to him out of his $15 per month pension),
which 1s supposed to be spent in the purchase of mewspapers, postage,
tobacco, etc., not furnished by the hespital to the old soldiers.

I expected that the letter I wrote to Mr. Watson would be ﬂennd
by the hospital authorities, and am much pleased to see Dr. ite’s

tement over his own signature that my letter marked “ professional
and confidential.” and sent through the United States mail, was
;Taned by Dr. White before delivery to Mr. Watson, if delivered at

L. If it had reached Mr. Watson and he had copied and returned to
me the draft of the letter which I inclosed to him, I should have pre-
sented that to the Committee on Rules with an explanation of his
case, had the time been afforded me.

Notwithstanding that Mr, Watson was unsu%ported by other testi-
mony at the trial, the jur{ were out several hours before returning
their verdict against him. I was unable to %osecute an appeal in this
case, for the reasons set out in my letter Mr. Watson, printed in
the record of the hearing.

I think it well to state that some time before writing the letter
to Mr. Watson, I received information to the effect that he had been
again locked up on a closed ward for defending himself against the
assault of a patient who had previously assaulted a very Infirm old
soldier, in whose behalf Mr. Watson had interfered. I wrote to him
for par[ticulnrs, but presume my letter never reached him, as I received
no_reply.

Kindly return the inclosed testimony, as I desire to bring it to the
attention of Mr. McEKINLEY, in Mr. Watson’s behalf, in refutation of
the statements made in Dr, White's letter to him.

Yery respectfully,
Ricmarp P. EvaNns.

I also append hereto a synopsis of the rules of the Interior
Department providing for the distribution of pension money by
the Superintendent of 8t. Elizabeth's, promulgated by Secretary
Ballinger, May 1, 1909, under the acts of February 20, 1905, and
February 2, 1909:

SYNOPSIS OF RULES,
1. Reserve for pensioner’s benefit—
Always one-sixth of pension moneys received.
2. ment to dependent relatives—
a) Five-sixths of pension moneys up to $36 per quarter, inclusive.
(b) 33& qeriquarter from $36 per quarter up to $60 per quarter,
clusive.
(¢) One-half of pension moneys from $60 per quarter.
3. Payment to nondependent relatives—
Always one-half of corresponding rate to dependent relatives.
4, To hospital for board and maintenance—
(a) Entire balance of pension moneys over and above 1 plus 2 or 8
up to $65 per quarter, or other rate for board when ch
by competent authority.
(b) $55 per quarter when bn.é.noe of pension over and above 1 plus
2 or 3 equals or exceeds that amount until changed by com-
petent authority.
5. To pensioner's credit—
E“ﬁ? blslarice of pension moneys over and above 1 plus 2 or 3
and plus 4.
0. Dependent relatives are defined in paragraph 9 of the regulations.
7. Nondependent relatives are defined in paragraph 10 of the regulations.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I want to yield to the
gentleman from Texas to make a statement. I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HeNgrY].

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield it out of his time?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; out of my time.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I had thought that the
Committee on Rules has enough trouble without the gentleman
from Florida turning loose the 3,000 inmates of St. Elizabeth's
Asylum against that unfortunate body. [Laughter.] Since the
gentleman has inaugurated his fight for an investigation of the

[P g s N e U s i et e e e ]
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Government Hospital for the Insane we have had a flood of
affidavits and letters from the inmates of the institution, and
they are still coming. The gentleman from Illinois, Dr. FosTEg,
besides making a careful statement in regard to the asylum,
will also be able to answer the legal arguments made by the
gentleman from Florida.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Florida complained that we
had given the superintendent of the asylum and other officials
of that institution an opportunity to be heard, and said that we
had not followed that policy in the other investigations which
have been reported to the House. Let me remind the gentleman
that when we passed the resolutions to investigate the Sugar
Trust, the Steel Trust, and the affairs of the government of the
District of Columbia, we invited those interested on both sides
of the controversy to come before the Committee on Rules, and
we gave them the fullest opportunity to be heard.

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
permit & question? :

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to
the gentleman from Florida?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; for a question.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The gentleman said he gave them
notice. I would like to ask what sort of notice he gave them?
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Through the press and otherwise.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. *“ Otherwise.” How otherwise?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, in conversing with those we
thought interested in the matter.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Oh!

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on
Rules will be perfectly able to take care of itself in this con-
troversy. Let me say to the House that when the gentleman
from Florida introduced his resolution, and it was referred to
the Committee on Rules, he was given ample opportunity to be
heard. He brought his witnesses—some good witnesses, some
discharged employees, and others—to whose statements we did
not think we should give the fullest credence.

After the gentleman had fully presented his side of the con-
troversy, Dr. George Lloyd Magruder, of the city of Washing-
ton, who stands at the head of the medical profession here,
asked, in behalf of the superintendent of the asylum and of
the Board of Visitors, that they might be heard, and those gen-
tlemen were invited by the Committee on Rules to present
their side. They came. Dr, Magruder made his statement, and
also Gen. Torney, the Surgeon General of the United States
Army, a member of the Board of Visitors.

Then Mrs. Gen. Sharpe, a member of the board of visitors,
addressed the committee in a satisfactory way, and afterwards
Mr. Scott C. Bone, a newspaper man of high standing in the

. District of Columbia, testified, and others gave testimony, And
let me assure both sides of the House that after the hearing
had been full in every respect, as complete as any gentleman
on either side desired, the Committee on Rules did not think the
gentleman from Florida had made as strong a case as he alleges
here, but did think that those on the other side of the contro-
versy, the board of visitors, composed of eminent persons, had
made a good impression. So we have not reported the gentle-
man’s resolution for an investigation. If he has any additional
testimony to offer before the Committee on Rules, the case is
still open. He can come there and we will be glad to hear him,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman per-
mit me a question?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Did I not tell the Committee on
Rules that if you gentlemen would go into the merits and
hear it, I would bring all the witnesses and let you gentlemen
pass npon it?

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; and we notified you to bring on
your additional witnesses and they would be heard at any time.
The Committee on Rules did not agree with the gentleman from
Flovida that he had made a good case, and therefore his reso-
laution has not been reported.

The Committee on Rules have nothing to cover up on behalf
‘of the Government institution or any otker institution in the
counfry. They are willing to have investigations made where
they are Important and necessary; but we have not come to the
conclusion that any good would come from this particular in-
vestigation, and therefore have not reported it favorably.

Let me say to the House that the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. FosTER], 2 member of the Committee on Rules, has visited
the asylum and made a careful investigation. He is a gentle-
man of high standing and will make a statement to the House
on behalf of the committee, and I think you will be satisfied
when he has finished.

- XLVII—132

I have no particular objection to the adoption of the resolu-
tion which the gentleman offers here this morning, but it seems
needless, It is a resolution of inquiry and privileged. The
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CoAek] has had the opportunity
to lay his views before the House and the country, As far as
the Committee on Rules are concerned, we are satisfied to let
the case rest when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
has made his statement on their behalf.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I hope that I may
be understood as standing for the rights of humanity, and
standing for that unfortunate class of people who are confined
in an asylum such as that which the Government has here in
the District. I would not want my friend from Florida for
one minute to think that I would stand upon the floor of the
House of Representatives of the American Congress and defend
wrongdoing to those poor unfortunate people who are over there
in St. Elizabeth’s. :

I do not deny, and no one who is connected with that insti-
tution or any other institution in this land will deny, that there
are at times abuses which creep into a great institution like
that., We have them in Illinois, we have them in New York, we
have them in Massachusetts, and other States of this Union.

The institution on the hill over across the river contains now
nearly 3,000 patients gathered together from all parts of this
land, It is a great institution, and I am glad to stand here
this morning and offer my voice in defense of the great work
that that institution is doing for those unfortunate people.
[Applause.]

As was said by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crark],
that institution was organized for the purpose of caring for
the insane of the Army more than 50 years ago. I think
Dorothy Dix was the one who came to this Congress and se-
cured the appropriation for the large building that was first
placed upon that ground.

It went on and on until finally the institution was- enlarged,
and then they began to take in the insane from the District
of Columbia, and then those who came from the soldiers’ homes
of the country.

Then there came a time when all the insane eriminals of the
United States were placed over there in the building ecalled
Howard Hall

It is probably within the recollection of some of you here to-
day, and I am sure it is with the ex-Speaker of this House [Mr.
Cannox], who will eall to mind a number of years ago when
he was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of this
House, that he visited this institution and personally saw the
needs of certain buildings, and, I believe, through his influence
there were built some of the most modern and best buildings
there are used to-day for the treatment of the insane of the
country.

It is true, Mr, Speaker, that there are buildings and condi-
tions there that ought to be remedied, and I submit to this
House that there is no man that could be placed in that institu-
tion who could, in my judgment, do a better work with the
buildings that are now there than Dr., White and the board of
directors of that institution.

I want to talk to you a minute about the board of directors
connected with that institution. We find on that board are
such men as Dr. George Torney, Surgeon General of the
Army; the Surgeon General of the Navy; the Surgeon General
of the Marine-Hospital Service; they are all members of that
board for the reason that enlisted men of the Army and Navy
and of the Marine-Hospital Service are confined in that institu-
tion, and so the law wisely provided that these men should be
members of the board of directors.

There are certain members appointed to the Board of Vis-
itors, as stated by the gentleman from Florida in his attack on
the management of this institution. :

I want to read to you a minute a little of the testimony that
came before the Rules Committee in reference to the visitations
of these men and.women to that institution.

Dr. Magruder, who is known to the people of Washington as
a great physician, said:

I go out there every three months anyhow. During the summer my
tour comes two months in succession, and I go to the stated meetings

and to the annual meetings, I suppose I go to the institution six or
elght times a year.

Then I find that Surg. Gen. Torney said:

I have inspected this hospital on several occasions. I visited all
the buildings, all the wards, the dlnin% room, kitchen, Howard Hall,
where the criminal insane are kept, and the Administration Building.
I have inspected the records of the hospital and rend the reports, and
I have inquired into the ulrements of the Institution and its needs
of reorganization. I wish to say that I do not know an institution
that is better administered and shows greater efficiency in Its results
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than the Government Hospital for the Insane. Whether it is due to
the system Instituted Dr. White or his predecessors, I do not know ;
but as an institotion, it is admirable in every respect.

I want to call attention to the testimony of Scott C. Bone.

The question was asked him how offen he visited the hos-
pital. He said every quarter. The chairman asked him if he
made extra visits. He said he made a number of exira visits;
that he was at the institution last week; that the meeting of
the board of regular visitors comes quarterly.

Mrs. Sharp, the wife of Gen. Sharp, is also a member of
the board of directors. She says in her testimony that she
visited this institution upon the regular meetings, and also
that she goes there whenever she is in the city at least every
two weeks.

So, when the statement is made on the floor of the House, or
anyone makes it before the Committee on Rules, or elsewhere,
that these people do not visit the institution and look after it
as they should, being members of the board of directors, it is
not borne out by the facts,

Now, Mr. Speaker, when this matter came up before the
Committee on Rules I felt it my duty to visit that institution,
and, without invitation from the superintendent, without any
notice to the superintendent that I was to be there—although
intimated that such was the case by the gentleman from
Florida in his remarks—I went over there and spent two days
in going over the institution from one end of it to the other.
I went into every building there; I went through the kitchens,
the dining rooms, and everywhere that it was possible for me

to go on these visits.

. At the last visit I invited the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Korp] to accompany me, and we went over the institu-
tion, as much as we could on that day. We visited Howard
Hall, went through the different apartments, went from the
bottom to the top, viewing the patients and the condition of
the buildings and rooms, as they were at the time; and I want
to say to this House that in all the visits that I have made to
that institution wherever I went I found nothing wrong in the
way of uncleanliness and good discipline and good order.

I also went among those patients who are of the worst char-
acter that possibly could be found in an institution—a class of
patients who are unable to care for themselves in almost any
particular—and I want to say that no man, I care not who he
may be or where he comes from, can visit that institution and
visit those departments who will not come away feeling thank-
ful to the medical profession, and feel that those in charge of
that institution have taken advantage of the latest improved
way of caring for these patients; and there you will find peaple
who have been confined to their beds for years, and not among
them all will you find one afilicted with bed sores, which every

hysician knows are so apt to be found in that class of people.
Applause.]

The gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crark] talked about the
food—that the food is vile and unfit to eat. I went through the
kitchen, and I saw the food that was being prepared for those
people, and I want to say to the gentleman from Florida that
that food was wholesome—that that food was good. I examined
it, and those with me examined it. When the gentleman comes
before this House charging that, I want to say that it is evi-
dent he has never visited that institution and has never seen the
kind of food that is served to the inmates out there. The gen-
tleman from Florida brought in a witness, a Dr. Kelly, along
with Mr. Evans, who is one of these pettifogging attorneys here
in the eity of Washington, a man who is trying to live upon
these unfortunate people, getting what little money they have
in a fee that he can get out of them for a writ of habeas cor-
pus, and he is mad about that.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yleld?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Klorida?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; I can not yield now.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I just wanted to ask him a question.

Mr. FOSTER of Illingis. I will yield to the gentleman later
on. This man, Dr. Kelly, was an honest young man, coming
from the State of Kentucky., He was a good young man, and
they brought him in there because he had resigned and was
going to quit the Institution. Why? Because he had made ap-
plication to be promoted, and he had failed in his examination
to get this promotion, so he came before our committee to tell
his tale of woe. Outside he said, * Yes; that institution ounght
to be investigated; that it is the worst institution in the world.”
And yet when he came before the committee, what do you sup-
pose he said? Why, one of his complaints was that Dr. White
would not let the male attendants and the female attendants
run together very much.

Another complaint was that the food was bad, and then he
was asked in what particular instance the food was bad. He

-

sald one night in Howard Hall they brought in some beans that
were so hard you could not crack them with your teeth. Then
he was asked if that was reported to Dr. White, and he said
it was reported to Dr. Glick, who was the assistant. He was
then asked what was done, and he said that Dr. White went
after them, and things were better after that, showing that
whenever those things were called to the attention of Dr. White
he immediately took steps to remedy the condition and make it
better. [Applause.] I give it to you on my reputation, if it is
worth anything in this House, that the food in that institution
is not bad, and is wholesome, and is good enough for anybody
to eat. [Applause.]

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yleld now?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I just want to ask the gentleman a
question or two. Did not Dr. Kelly flatly contradict Dr. White
with reference to the night of the escape, by saying that there
was only one attendant on the ward that night?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; I think he did.

_Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, one other guestion. The gen-
tleman speaks of Mr. Evans as a pettifogging Iawyer, who was
trying to live on habeas-corpus suits. I know that he wants to
be fair. And does it not appear that Mr. Evans has lived here
since 1865, that he is a Mason in good standing, that he is a
member of the Methodist Church, a Knight of Pythias, and a
member of the bar here in good standing?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Well, that is probably so, but I
want to remind my friend from Florida of an incident that I
once heard a friend of mine relate. He lived in the same
county. His father was a good man and he owned a large
farm out in Illinols. His word was good at any time for what
he wanted to buy, and the son said to me, “ One time I went to
Olney [where I live now] and I went out to a mill to buy some
feed, and after I had loaded it on the wagon I went to pay
for it and found that I had spent more money [as a young
man might do], and I had not sufficient to pay for the load.
I said to the miller, ‘I have not sufficient money to pay for
the feed; I do not have it here; you know me; you know my
father; you know who he is’ ‘Yes,’ he said, ‘that is true;
I know your father; he is a good man’; but he said, ‘I want
to tell you some good men have mighty bad sons.” [Laughter
and applause.] And so I would want more recommendation
than the gentleman from TFlorida offers upon this floor in de-
fense of his old-time investigator and agitator, Mr. Evans, who
writes to patients in that institution, marking the letters * per-
gonal and confidential,” and then invites them fo “copy these
letters” and also give him the names of other patients in that
institution who might want to get out on writs of habeas corpus
that he may also make terms with them and make a little fee
out of them for himself. [Applause.] I am not a lawyer—

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? I
was about to say I belleve the gentleman is a reputable physi-
cian. In the gentleman’s opinion, would a physician or a law-
yer be better qualified to judge the merits of the management
of an insane hospital?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Well, I would think that if you are
looking for a person to take charge of an insane asylum or to
look over the inmates of that institution and the conditions ex-
isting there you would most certainly employ a physician. I
have great respect for the legal profession. It has done a noble
work in this country for the rights and liberties of men, but I
want to say to you whatever its ability it is not in the practice
of medicine. .

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yleld for a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Indiana?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I do. .

Mr. BARNHART. I want to inguire if it is not a fact that
all institutions with large numbers of people congregated there-
in must not preseribe a plain diet, although a wholesome and
substantial dlet, in order to preserve the health of the inmates
of the institution?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Certainly; that is understood by
all medical men, that the patient would have prescribed for
him a certain diet, according to his needs; and I know from
my own investigation of that institution and the data that is
given on this subject over there and my talk with Dr. White
in reference to the kind of diet he gives these people and how
he varies it, and I am sure he has placed that institution upon a
sclentific basis, measuring, as he does, the kind of food and
amount of food for each person, by which I know he has
solved the great problem of economical feeding and, In feeding
those patients, the kind and guantity of food they reguire and
best adapted to their condition. v

Mr, KEOPP. Will the gentleman yield?




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2097

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to.
the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I do.

Mr. KOPP. A large percentage of the patients are confined
to their beds, are they not?

* Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Quite a number of them.

Mr. KOPP. I would like to ask the gentleman to give us
. his opinion, as a physician, as to the treatment those who are
helpless receive as compared with that received in any first-
class hospital.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. A few moments ago I sald that the
tfreatment was as good as any institution in this country. I say
you can find no institution in the world where that class are
better cared for than over there on the hill.

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Kentucky?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to qualify neither as a
lawyer nor as a physician, but just as a matter of plain com-
mon sense, I am ready to concede, for the sake of the argu-
ment, because I do not wish to go into that question, as the
doctor well knows, as to the treatment these patients receive,
whether they are sufficiently fed or sufficiently clothed or prop-
erly cared for; but there is a matter that, I believe, received the
serious consideration of this House and about which the very
eminent and learned alienist who is now addressing us is quali-
fied to speak——

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I am not an alienist; T am just—

Mr, STANLEY. The gentleman is everything that the med-
fcal profession requires.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois (continuing).
doctor.

Mr. STANLEY. Now, it developed in that testimony that
there is no adequate means of retaining any man in this in-
stitution who wants to get out of it. And if he is retained he
is kept within a brick court. He is held a prisoner. Now,
great numbers of the insane have, as the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Foster] well knows, a homicidal mania, and whether
they be paranoiacs or whether they be epileptics, or whether
they be men suffering from dementia prscox or other mental
diseases, they often develop the false idea that they may save
society or punish their own wrongs by taking the life of some-
body else. There are hundreds of such people in St. Elizabeth’s.
There is no one of them, as I understand, who either can not
get out, or, if prevented from escaping, is held as a prisoner.
A man with a homicidal mania is no more to blame for it than
the man who believes he is the Apostle Paul or the King of
England. He should have exercise in the open air, be allowed
to work in the flelds under proper guidance. Now, whether
they be strictly paranoiacs, or whether they be men with a
homicidal mania, they usually assume that they are wronged
by some man high in authority. It is their tendency to slay
Presidents, Speakers of the House, Judges of the Supreme Court,
and the likee We have had a number ot instances of homi-
cides committed by paranoiacs.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I hope that suggestion will have
nothing to do with our Speaker of the House now. [Laughter.]

Mr. STANLEY. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman, and I
am making this inquiry in all seriousness, if he regards it as
safe or practicable to keep criminal insane in an institution of
that kind, within a few hundred yards of the city of Washing-
ton, with facilities for escape at hand?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Answer, yes or no.

ter.]
*  Mr. RUCKER of Missouri rose.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Go ahead.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. I want to say, Mr. Speaker,
partly in answer to the gentleman——

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I wish the gentleman would not
take my time just now. I thought he simply wanted to ask a
guestion.

I want to say to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. StaNieY] I
do not desire to engage in the field of the different kinds of
lunacy, and I want to say this to him, that while I believe it
would be better to remove that institution farther from the city
of Washington, I want you to remember this, the Presidents
who have been assassinated in this country have not been as-
sassinated by escaped oonvlcts or by those who have escaped
from lunatic asylums.

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman yield for just a minute?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. For just a question, I will

I am just a plain

[Laugh-

Mr. STANLEY. Were not two, if not three, of the Presidents
of the United States assassinated by men whom you would
qualify as distinet types of paranociacs?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, I would not say as to that, but it
is likely so. What I am saying is that these men were not
men who escaped from any insane asylum, nor were they con-
victed of insanity before any court or tribunal in this country.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Just a question.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to ask the gentleman
if it has occurred to him that if this distinguished pettifogger
he has referred to is interested in the soldier inmates getting
large pensions he is interested in getting control of the money?

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois, I can not answer the gentleman.
That may be so, but I have not found it out.

But I want to say a few words, because my good friend from
Florida [Mr. Crarx] has exercised such great interest in the
old soldiers of our country, and I compliment him for standing
upon this floor and eulogizing them, because I have no doubt
that he means every word that he says. But I want to say that
in that institution there are old soldiers and sailors who are
sick and afflicted in many ways; some have only one arm, or
one leg, and one especially I noticed there who had no limbs
at all below the knees. And the pathetic thing that struck me
when I came into the corridor where that old soldier was con-
fined was that he got down from the chair in which he was
sitting and stood on his stubs of legs and saluted as only a
trained soldier knows how to salute. And I will tell you, my
friends, when you go there and see the fine way in which those
men are cared for it can not help but touch you and make you
feel that these men in the declining years of their lives, who
are unfortunately insane and must be confined in an institu-
tion—you can not help but feel that, thank God, we have a
place where they are so well cared for as they are in that great
institution across the river. No man in this House will fight
harder or longer to right any wrong done one of these defenders
of our country, and T would not for one moment see one of them
mistreated in the least.

I found none of those old soldiers and sailors in Howard
Hall. But I want to be perfectly frank and fair with this
House and say that there is some little in what the gentleman
from Florida says, because occasionally there comes to that
institution one of those old soldiers or sailors who has eriminal
ideas and homicidal ideas in his head, who does things that he
ought not to do; and that man ought not fo be housed with these
innocent, good men located in the other partsof that institution.
There occasionally comes a time when a man of that kind is
confined in Howard Hall. That is all there is to it.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
his colleague?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I just wanted to ask what Howard
Hall is.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois.. Howard Hall is the place where
the eriminal insane are kept. Those who come from Leaven-
worth and Atlanta penitentiaries are confined there,

Mr. BUCHANAN. They are kept separate from the others?

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; they are kept separate from
the others—those that are insane. They are confined in a
building quite a distance from the others. .

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes,

Mr, HUGHES, of New Jersey. I do not want to be offensive,
and I am not trying to be facetions, but I would like to know
which side of the resolution the gentleman is on. [Launghter.]
The chairman of the Rules Committee [Mr, HExrY] said he
had no objection to the passage of this resolution of inquiry.
Does the gentleman from Illineis take that stand?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the
gentleman from New Jersey reminded me of that. I want to
say to this House that I believe it is our duty to vote down this
resolution. Let that institution over there rest and do not keep
on stirring up matters here and making bad the discipline of
that institution. Vote down that resolution. Let the institution
alone, and I am sure the men who have charge of it, if there are
any abuses that do arise, will correct them, just as such abuses
would be corrected in any other institution in all this land.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yleld?
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Florida?

Mr, FOSTER of Illincis. In just a minute. I want to say
this, Mr. Speaker, in reference to what my friend from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Sraxitey], who has more than ordinary knowledge
of this subject, said in regard to the insane people confined in
institutions of that kind. You should not get the idea that they
are all wild and violent and have to be restrained. Some of
them, as suggested by the gentleman, are as cunning and smart
as they can be, and when an agitation of this sort is going on,
when an investigation of this kind is being proposed and debated
in Congress and in the newspapers of this city, yon can not
avoid having bad discipline in that institution among that class
of patients; and then when a man like our old pettifogging
lawyer, Evans, is continually stirring up strife and creating
trouble for that institution, I believe this Congress ought to
set its foot down upon this thi.ng now and let that institution
alone.

AMr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Florida?

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. This resolution is simply asking the
Secretary of the Interior to furnish to the House whatever
information he has. Is the gentleman opposed to the passage
of that resolution seeking this information?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Oh, I know, Mr. Speaker, that the
gentleman from Florida, who says that for five long years, with
his .0ld friend Evans, he has attempted to investigate this
institution, and each time he has met with defeat. Now, as a
last resort, as a final triumph, when he might be able to get hold
of something that would enable him to come back to Congress
again, he goes to the Committee on Rules and comes to this
House and asks you that an investigation be had. He now
takes the little innocent—as he thinks—resolotion, and wants
to have some information from the Interior Depariment.

Why, bless your soul, the committee appointed on the Ex-
penditures in the Interior Department can get all that informa-
tion any time they want it. Now, let us put our foot down upon
this sort of agitation. Let us stand by these men who are doing
this noble work.

In conclusion I want to say just one word about pensions. It
has been attempted to be shown that the pension money of these
old soldiers is taken from them and put into the treasury of the
institution. I would have you know that this is partially true,
and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crarx] is mistaken as to
the other part.

A portion of the money of these old soldiers is retained to
buy certain articles for their special comfort. I think it is one-
fifth or one-sixth of it that is retained and spent to buy little
extra things for them. A portion of it goes to the wife, if there
is one, or if not, to children under 16 years of age. If there bea
dependent father or mother, it goes to them. All these accounts
are andited down here in the office of the Auditor for the In-
terior Department, and I want to say to my friend from Florida
[Mr. Crarx] that if he has any old soldier in that institution
from his district, if he will write to Dr. White he can get a
statement of what is done with "the pension of that soldier,
and verify the statement through the Treasury Department.
I did that and found that those accounts were all right, and
there was nothing at all but what ought to have been done in
the case of this soldier that I speak of.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want it to be understood that I stand
for the old soldier as much as my friend from Florida does,
and I do not want him fo feel that he stands here in this House
alone to champion the rights of the old soldiers in that insti-
tution. I want to be counted with the friends of the old sol-
dier, and I believe that if the gentleman frdbm Florida will |
vigit that institution, lock it over, and see the place out there,
which in the press of the country has been denominated the
“bull pen,” he will find there a beauntiful park of 7 acres where
these ex soldiers and sailors are permitied to exercise and enjoy
themselves the best that it is possible for men of that kind to
do. What has been said about that is one of the misrepre-
sentations of that institution.

So, I say, let us determine to put an end to this agitation.
Let us put a stop to the efforts of the men on the outside of this
institution who want to make a living out of these unfortunate
people. I do not refer to any Member of Congress when I say-
that. Let us declare ourselves against that as we ought to do,
and let us declare ourselves in favor of the proper manage-
ment of that institution. Then, I am sure that when you go
and look that institution over, if you will, you will find things
that ought to be corrected, and you will come back here feeling
that Congress has not done as much as it onght to do in the way

of affording proper quarters, and so forth, for that great insti-
tution.
EII yield five minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,

OPP].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Korr]
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, prior to two months ago, if I had
been asked to mame the superintendent of St. Elizabeth's, I
could mot have done so. Prior to the day wken I went out
there with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] I had
never seen the man. We were not invited to come there. No
human being other than ourselves knew that we were going,
but, in the face of the serious charges filed by the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. Crazk], we decided to go out there, and we
investigated the institution as well as we could.

Now, I do not pretend to qualify as a physician or as an
aIIcnist but I do claim that I can tell when an institution is
clean, when the food is good, and when everybody seems to be
as well satisfied as they could be under the circumstances.

We went through ward after ward. The floors were immacu-
lately clean, the beds had the cleanest kind of linen. We asked
50 employees, if we asked one, whether there was vermin of any
kind or description about the premises, and everyone told us
there was not. We went into the kitchen. No one knew we
were coming. We went there just at dinner time. We in-
spected the food. We saw them eating in their dining rcom,
and I want to corroborate the statement made by the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. FostER] that it was just as geod food and as
well cooked and as wholesome as anybody could ask for.

Now, it does seem to me that this resolution ought not to
pass ; not because two or three of us have been there to inspect
the place, but because a prima facie ease has not been made out
by the gentleman from Florida.

Mr, OLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. EOPP. Inone moment. Everybody knows that the most
difficult kind of an institution, eleemosynary or charitable, in all
the world is an insane asylum; that a peculiar kind of discipline
is needed there that is not needed anywhere else, and that when
there is agitation of this kind, exciting otherwise unbalanced
minds, it is very difficulf indeed for the superintendent and
those associated with him to carry on their work. 8o unless
there is at Jeast a prima facie case made, it seems to me we are
not being fair to the men whom we have placed in charge of
that great institution to order this investigation.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I just want to say that the pending
resolution is simply requiring the Becretary of the Interior
to furnish certain information.

Mr. KOPP. I realize that, but the pending resolution is
something to keep this agitation boiling, and it will afford the
means of another step forward in this investigation, which we
do not want. The gentleman criticizes Dr. White because he
has been around the country lecturing. Dr. White is not only
one of the greatest alienists in this community, but he is one
of the greatest in the world, and are you going to say to him,
because he goes to meetings of scientific men to lecture to them
and gives them the benefit of his great knowledge and ex-
perience, that he ought not to do it? When we were over there
there was another great alienist from Toronto to investizate
and get suggestions from this institution because it is recog-
nized, as he said, throughout the world as one of the great-
est, one of the most advanced in the treatment of insane
patients that there is. Now you criticize him because lLe is
attempting to alleviate those affected with this misfortune all
over the world.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the
testimony before the Committee on Rules showed that Dr.
White made a trip every year to Europe to study the problems
he had to deal with, and when he came back to the institution
" he always put in operation a lot of new things he had learned
while abroad.

Mr. KOPP. Dr. White has visited institutions all over the
country and all over Europe and other parts of the world to
get information, and I think the testimony of my colleague,
Dr. FostER, shows that he has used it te good advantage. It
geems to me, Mr. Speaker, that it would not be fair to the
management of that institution to precipitate an investigation
when there is nothing to be gained thereby.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinpis. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke].

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
from Florida made a most astounding stntement in regard to
the money recelved by soldiers who are inmates of the Govern.
ment Hospital for the Insane. He made the statement that
five-gixths of the amount received went into the general fund
for the maintenance of the institution, Now, I think he is en-
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tirely mistaken, and I belleve the gentleman does not want to
have in the Recorn a misstatement. I call his attention to the
hearings before the special committee of investigation of the
Government Hospital for the Insane in May and December of
1906. I read from volume 2, page 1217, Mr. Evans testified as
Tollows:

Mr, HAY. There is one thing I would like to ask yon. I inguired of
Dr. Whits about it, and I have not got it clear in my mind. In the
case of a man drawing a pension before the act of February 20, 1903,
do I understand that all of it goes into the hospital?

Mr. Evaxs. Every dollar, whether it was $6 a month of $100 a
month ; every dollar went into the fund of the hospital for general pur-

oses and not for the special benefit of this man, and all the money

s retained there. There is a big fund now in the Treasury of the
United States where the parties have died.

Mr. HaY., And 1t is used there?

Mr. EvaNs. It is used there for gemeral purposes. They could use
it on the streets, on the roads, and for painting fences, ete.

Mr. Hay, You say it is retained in the Treasury?

Mr, Evaxs. Quite an amount that had not been ded is put to
the credit of the hospital in the Treasury account, have seen some
statements here about that. Since the of the act of February
20, 1905, the pension monmey is cut up. It cut up on the basis of
about a sixth, For instance, take a pension of $8 a month, stating
the figures approximately: About $1.34 of that is set aside for any
little needs or wants of the soldier. About $3.33 is set aside for a
fund to be turned over to him in case of his discharge, and $3.33 a
month is retained for his care and maintenance in the hospital. In
ithe event that he has dependent relatives and others from the outside,
there is some provision made, I believe, that a part shall go to them
in the small pensions.

Then, on page 1385, Dr. White, in testifying, said, in the
event of death or discharge of a pensioner who has such rela-
tives, then the money is paid, if he has not recovered, to his
guardian, or if he has, to him or to those dependent relatives.
iIf he dies and there are no such beneficiaries, under the pen-
slon act the money goes to the general purposes of the hospital.

He says a certain portion of it goes for board and mainte-
nance. It goes to the wife, dependent parents, and minor chil-

n in the order named, and we pay out every quarter to all

e pensioners who have dependent relatives the pro rata portion
of the pension which is due them. It is done every quarter.
‘When the pension money comes in immediately there is issued
checks to these relatives.

There is no doubt but that the gentleman from Florida is very
much mistaken in his statement that five-sixths of this amount
ds used for the maintenance of the institution.

AMr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman permit me there?
~Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Certainly.

“%Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will put in the REcorp testimony
a]iaxmﬁing that that is absolutely the fact, that they do get five-
sixths.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What does the gentleman say
as to this record that I have read?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I did not hear all that the gentleman
had read.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am certain that the gentle-
man is mistaken, because I had a case where I had occasion to
look the matter up.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is it, and the gentleman will
find that.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And the law which the gentle-
man read, which is the act of February, 1905, applies to this
institution as well as to the soldiers’ homes throughout the
country.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; and I stated that the construc-
tion was a strained one; but under that they did take five-sixths
of it, and I will put it in the REcorp.

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, for the informa-
tion of the gentleman from Florida and of the House, I will
state exactly how pensions are disposed of belonging to soldiers
in this particular institution, and I make this.statement after
having made an inguiry to ascertain in regard to it.

When the soldier has a pension of $12 per month, the wife
gets $10, and $2 is set aside for his benefit. If he gets $15, the
wife would get $10, he would get $2.50 and the institution $2.50.
If he gets $20, one-half goes to his wife, one-third to himself,
and the balance is retained by the institution. This rule as to
proportion prevails up to $55 per month. If the pension is $72
per month, the wife gets §36, he gets §12, the institution $18.33,
and the balance goes to his credif. If he is discharged from the
hospital, he is paid the amount to his eredit. If he is taken out
by a guardian, the guardian receiveg it. If he is returned to
some soldiers’ home, the amount due him is turned over to the
treasurer of the home. If he dies and has a wife, she receives
what is due him, but if he has no wife, then it goes to the in-
stitution.

According to the testimony taken before the committee, to
which I have already referred, out of a total of about $100,000
annually received by the Government Hospital on account of
pensions, the institution only received about $20,000, or one-fifth

of the whole amount, and this included moneys that went to
the institution because the soldiers had no wives.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The question was taken, and the previous question was or-
dered.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized for 10
minutes before the previous guestion is ordered.

Mr. HAY. Baut the previous question has been ordered.

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If I can withhold the demand——

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not withhold it after
it has been ordered.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I demand the
regular order,

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas
and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida demands the
yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays
will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Those op-
posed will rise and stand until counted.

Mr. CLARK of Florida (interrupting the count). Mr.
Speaker, I make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida makes the
point of no quorum., The Chair will count. [After counting.}
One hundred and twenty-nine Members present; not a gquorum.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. HucuEs of New Jersey) there were—ayes 46, noes 71

So the motion was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, were the yeas and nays
refused on the demand of the gentleman from Florida?

The SPEAKER. The Chair had not finished the count when
the gentleman from Florida withdrew his demand for the yeas
and nays and made the point of no quorum.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the gentleman did not withdraw it.
The Chair had counted, but failed to announce the result of
his count.

The SPEAKER. The Chair had counted the affirmative,
but he had not counted the negative; in fact, the negative had
not been called for, and the gentleman from Florida rose in his
place and made the point of no quorum.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The other side was not demanded.

Mr. MANN. The Chair was counting on the call for the yeas
and nays. .

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Chair counted those standing in the
affirmative, on the call for the yeas and nays, without announe-
ing whether there was a sufficient number. The other side was
not demanded, and I think that the Chair should announce that
there was not a sufficient number, and that the yeas and nays
were refused.

The SPEAKER. The situation was this: The yeas and nays
were demanded, and the Chair counted those in favor of order-
ing the yeas and nays. The Chair then asked those who were
opposed to ordering the yeas and nays to rise in order to ascer-
tain whether a sufficient number had voted for the yeas and
nays, because that is the only way you can ascertain it when
there has not been a vote. Before the Chair announced the
count of the other side, the gentleman from Florida made the
point of no quorum. The Chair then counted the House, and
announced that there was not a quorum present, and the rule
auntomatically makes a call of the House under the circum-
stances.

Mr. CARTER. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CARTER. What are we voting on?

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state that when the
roll was called those in favor of adopting this resolution will
vote ““aye,” and those opposed will vote “mno.”

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, let us have the resolution
read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be
again reported.

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the
resolution.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees; the question is on
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Bulkley o uerniey et FAnIns Mr. Fieros with Mr. HAWLEY.
e e A Hemmad S i}gﬁ‘;i{:,: Ok Shan Mr. CoNNELL with Mr. Micmarr E. DRISCOLL.
glt-}(:t" W Hanna McKinle Smith, S8aml. W. Mr. Kixprep with Mr. LENRoOT.
Callawa Harrhs N nnghin Eﬁm, o Mr. LaTTA With Mr. MONDELL.
G Ry Madden Sparktian Mr, Gorpox with Mr. HueHzs of West Virginia,
‘égyltiﬁm Hayes Madizon s Mr. Mureay with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma.
Cary Py, Coun. I S.Dak  BlecanE inm. Mr. KrremiN with Mr. MADDEN.
El&i?gn‘“ g!lt i Matthews érw]itzfg Ny Mr. UNDERWOOD wit{h ]\EI‘r. DALZELL,
Connell Hobson Miller alcott, N. ¥, Mr. HopsoN with Mr. FATRCHILD.
Crago Howsll el s Als. Mr. Dupge with Mr, HANNA.
e s ggﬁ:?g %gg.elfl’a Tﬂlégl]:iend Mr. LEGARE with Mr. McLAUGHLIN.
oo Hoghes, W. Va.  Moon, Tean. Turnbull Mr. ApamsoN with Mr, SteveNs of Minnesota,
Dalxell 'r“ison 2o n E“&’“‘”"a Mr. Rouse with Mr. VREELAND.
TR ey g Utter o Mr. DIFENDERFER with Mr. LAWRENCE.
{;gﬂ!:‘%;m Kennedy Murdock Yolstead Mr. JaMEs with Mr. HamMinToN of Michigan.
o Ktené od 5’1‘%&’& %rﬁglei-nd Mr. Krep with Mr. LANGHAM,
%frfgd gemr Elﬁk;id Nebr.  Palmer Wilson, N Y. Mr. LirtreroN with Mr. HOWLARD.
Doremus K nkemf N.J. Patten, N. Y. WllkuN Mr. Grass with Mr. HILL.
1 Kitehin P:tta%l:-' iy Wood, X.J. Mr. PepPER with Mr, MURDOCK.
Ef-}gﬁ,a% Knowland Peters Mr. Ferris with Mr, szxfh )
So the resolution was rejected. Mr. LeE of Pennsylvania wi r. NLEY.
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Mr. GarrasHER with Mr. FULLER.

Mr. Paryer with Mr. GriesT.

Mr. BeaANTLEY with Mr. Moox of Pennsylvania,

Mr. UxpERHILL with Mr. UrTeR.

Mr. BarTLETT With Mr. BUTLER,

For the session: y

Mr. Rrorpax with Mr. AXpRUS.

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CURRIER.

Mr. ForNes with Mr, BRADLEY.

Mr. Pujo with Mr. McMograN,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, in printing certain
letters which I was given consent to put in the Recomp, I
‘would ask unanimous consent of the House to leave out the
names of the writers of the letters.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to hear.

The SPEAKER. The point of order of the gentleman from
Illinois is well taken. The House will be in order. The gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. Crarx] will state his request.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will state that the House gave
me unanimous consent to print certain letters in my remarks.
The persons writing those letters, or some of them at least, are
averse to having their names known, and I want to ask unani-
mous consent to print the letters without the names. And one
thing further. Reference is made to a Representative in Con-
gresst in the letter which I read, and I want to leave his name
out.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent that in printing these letters, when extending his
remarks in the Recorp, he may leave off the names of the
persons who wrote them and also leave out the name of the
Member of Congress referred to.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, is it the idea of
the gentleman from Fiorida [Mr, Crasg] that it will be a
good thing to print what will substantially appear as anony-
mous letters containing stntements concerning this institution,
located right here, and which letters will undoubtedly be read
by the inmates and employees of that institution and will un-
doubtedly excite them?

Mr., CLARK of Florida. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I
can print the names on some of them. They do not make any
request that I shall not do so. Now, in the letter that I read,
E:;d instance, the writer especially asks that his name be not

Mr. MANN. The letter the gentleman read goes into the
Recorp as part of his remarks. Now, the gentleman himself,
I think, very properly——

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I see the point the gentleman
makes, and I will not publish those, with the exception of the
one I read, without the names. But I do want to leave out
the name of the Representative.

Mr, MANN. Nobody objects to that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY,

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Af-
fairs have instructed me to report favorably House resolution
208, introduced by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. CoviNg-
ToN]. It is a privileged resolution, covering an inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk.
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Swxer] calls up the follow-
ing resolution by authority of the Committee on Military Affairs,
which the Clerk will read, fogether with the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 208.

Resolved, That the Becret of War be, and he is hereby, directed
to transmit to the House of Representatives coples of all records, re-
ports, letters, or pa, of any iption which, on June 14, 1911,
were in or recorded any bureau or office of the War De ent, or
were in the custody of any civil or military officer or employee in any
burean or office of the War ent, and which relate in any way
to charges or accusations of criminal or other misconduct on the part
of any officer or officers of the Pay De the Army gince Janu-

1, 1905, or which relate in any way to absence from duty simee
January 1, 1905, of any such officer or officers against whom such
charges or accusations have been made.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order on the
resolution. I would like to know if there is any way of getting
a copy of it?

Mr. HAY. The gentleman can get a copy of it in the docu-
ment room.

Mr. MANN. Just at present it would not do me any good to
go there and get a copy of it. I am afraid it would be passed
before I could do so. The gentleman bringing up resolutions
ought to have copies on the floor.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report (No, 51).

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred House
resolution 208, ha considered the same, report thereon with a ree-
ommendation fhat it be passed.

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I will yield a portion of my time
to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. CovingToN], who is more
familiar with the matter than I am.

Mr. COVINGTON. I think in three or four minutes I ean
satisfy the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxKN] in regard to
the purport of this resolution. It simply calls npon the Secre-
tary of War to transmit to the House copies of records and
letters and papers relating to any charges of criminal miseon-
duct or accusations of that character made against any officers
of the Pay Corps of the Army since January 1, 1905. And I
desire fo state very frankly that it is intended to cover simply
a period which will refer to a particular case that informa-
tion has been obtained upon, and which is sufficiently accurate
to warrant such transmission of records. It ealls for no docu-
ments other than those ordinary papers relating to the charges
against officials of the Pay Corps within that period. If there
are none in the department, none will be transmitted. As a
matter of fact, it simply asks the transmittal promptly of such
documents as affect charges made against pay officers in the
Army within that period, for the purpose of giving the House
the present condition of the Pay Corps.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. COVINGTON. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. If there should be any charges of misconduct
on the part of any officer in the Pay Department, whether
founded or unfounded, though it might be desirable not to
make those charges public in the interest both of the service
and of good government, possibly the prosecution of the officer,
possibly in his interest, under this resolution those charges
would have to be published to the world.

Does the gentleman desire to have that done and make that a
rule, that if charges are ever presented against any official of
the Army or the Navy, thereupon Congress shall direct that those
charges be made public by printing in the House proceedings
or as a House document?

Mr. COVINGTON. I will say to the gentleman that when
any charges are made against any officer in any department of
this Government, which are of a criminal character, the good
of the service is always subserved by the publicity of those
charges. If the man be innocent, the very unsubstantial nature
of the charges constitutes his best defense before the American
people. On the other hand, the preservation of secrecy in {hose
charges may oftentimes lead to abuses, even in the best admin- ,
istered of administrative departments. I can see no reason
why charges of a criminal natore should not under all cir-
cumstances be given publicity. If those charged with crime in
the civil walks of life have indietments against them, although
they subsequently may have acquittals at the bar of justice,
nevertheless, my good friend the gentleman from Illinois knows
that publicity comes to them. Acquittal is their justification,
and certainly no injory can be done a man simply because he
happens to be in the military branch of the service, by the
publication of charges of criminality which have been lodged
against him,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if there is any Member of Con-
gress who has never been charged with wrongdoing or misdoing,
he is a strange Member of Congress.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. He is a new Member. ' [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. MANN. He is not worth much. Now, the question is
whether, if such charges are made, we are to publish them with
the sanction of the House in all cases. I can readily under-
stand, and I think everybody here can understand, that there
might be charges or evidence in the War Department which it
is not advisable or desirable to make public; either, on the one
side, in the interest of the Government, or, on the other side,
in the interest of the person. I have no doubt that many false
charges are made, but this would require that all papers which
relate to any kind of charges shall be sent to Congress, and,
automatically, they will be published as House documents. -

Mr. COVINGTON. I apprehend that certainly within the'
short period of six years the pay corps of the Army of the
United States has not degenerated to such an extent that the
transmission of charges of criminal misconduct against its offi-
cers would constitute a very voluminous document. If it is so,
then it is time that some radical reorganization should take
place in that corps.

Mr. MANN. This does not have to be criminal misconduct at
all. But, even if it were, a resolution of this sort becomes
a precedent for action. As far as we are informed, there is no
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more reason for making this request about the pay corps than
there is about every other efficial of the Government. You
might as well introduce a resolution requiring that all heads
of departments should transmit to Congress all charges, and all
papers or documents relating thereto, against any official of
the Government in that department, and have them published
by the House as a House document. If the gentleman has
something on his mind, if he knows of information that he
desires to obtain, why does he not prepare a resolution asking
for information on that subject? If he has nothing——

Mr. COVINGTON. I will state frankly to the gentleman that
I have or I certainly would not prepare a resolution of this
sort.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
CoviNeToN] yield?

Mr. COVINGTON. I do.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I simply want to ask the gentleman from
Illinois in the time of the gentleman from Maryland if this
resolution is comprehensive enough to get such information, if
it exists?

The gentleman says, “If he knows of any instance or has
heard of any instance, why does he not specifically ask for
them?"” That was substantially the question, was it not?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr, SLAYDEN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if the
resolution is not sufficiently comprehensive to cover the infor-
mation?

Mr. MANN. Ob, yes; I think it is. Under this resolution we
would get a copy 'of every charge made by anybody at any time
in the last six years.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, this resolution merely refers
to papers in any way related to any charges or accusations of
a criminal nature against any officers in the Pay Corps of the
Army since 1905. There are not many instances of that, I think,
as the gentleman from Maryland has said. There are very few,
I fancy; and if such papers exist, I doubt if the War Depart-
ment would be put to any serious ineconvenience in finding and
transmitting such documents.

Mr. MANN. Let me suggest—because I fear the gentleman
has not as carefully examined the resolution as he usually
examines resolutions—that the resolution provides for the
transmission of—
copies of all records, reports, letters, or papers of any description—

That relate to any charges of criminal or other misconduct,
and so forth, or that—
relate in any way to absence from duty since January 1, 1905—

And so forth. Every order permitting a man to be far-
loughed under this would have to be sent back to the House.
Every excuse that has been given, although it might be good
and it might not be desirable that it should be made public,
would have to be sent back to the House and published under
this resolution. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLay-
pEx] think that would be a good thing to adopt, as here pro-
posed, with reference to all the officials of the Army?

Mr. COVINGTON, If the gentleman from Texas will permit
me, I will say to the gentleman that this resolution applies only
to leaves of absence. If he will notice the language, he will
see that it is limited to those in the service who have been
guilty of criminal misconduet, and it will not require the
production of the furloughs of officers of the Army in general.

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman is mistaken. Any absence
without leave—in that respect I probably was mistaken—is
misconduet; and then the resolution requires all papers in re-
lation to any absence to be published, whatever the excuse
may have been, no matter whether the excuse may have been
found good by the War Department. Possibly this will not affect
anything in the Pay Department, but a similar resolution, if
this one is passed for the Pay Department, should be passed
for any other department of the Government if the gentleman
presents a resolution like this.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield?

Mr. COVINGTON. I yield first, Mr, Speaker, to the gen-
tleman from Massachusefts.

Mr. WEEKS. I wounld like to ask if it is the purpose to re-
quire the War Department to send papers to Congress in these
cases where charges have been preferred and the officer has
been court-martialed and dismissed from the service?

Mr, COVINGTON. No; certainly not.

Mr. WEEKS. Would not the resolution cover such cases as

that? And if that is true, would not that comprehend a large
amount of documents and testimony?

Mr. COVINGTON. I take it that an officer who has been
courit-mam:a.led and dismissed is no longer an officer in the
service.

Mr, MANN. That does not make any difference. It would
cover that.

Mr. WEEKS. It did not seem to me} Mr. Speaker——

Mr. COVINGTON. The resolution restricts it to officers who
are in the service at the present time——

Mr. MANN. Not at all, It says: “ Since January 1, 1905——

Mr. COVINGTON. Against whom accusation has been made,

Mr. WEEKS. A criminal accusation would be made, and the
man would be court-martialed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution says:

Charges or accusations of eriminal or other misconduct on the part of
any officer or officers of the Pay Department of the Army since January
1, 1905, or which relate in any way to absence from duty since January
1, 1905, of any such officer or officers against whom such charges or
accusations have been made,

Does the gentleman mean by that an accusation of absence
without leave?

Mr. COVINGTON. I will say to the gentleman——

Mr. RICHARDSON. BSuppose a man had been absent and
sick, and was able to explain it satisfactorily. Does the gentle-
man want to get a full record of that?

Mr. COVINGTON. No. It refers only to officers against
whom charges of other character have been made.

Mr, RICHARDSON. The gentleman's resolution is not spe-
cific in that respect.

Mr, COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman
that I have no desire——

Mr, COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

Mr. COVINGTON. I will state that I have no desire to cause
a dragnet to be thrown out to bring to the House all sorts of
charges affecting the War Department. I have no desire to
cast a stigma on the Army of the United States or any of its
departments. I take it the War Department will use due dis-
crimination as to what in its judgment comes within the pur-
view of the resolution.

Mr. WEEKS. I think if the gentleman from Maryland will
read the resolution he will find that any charges of misconduct
preferred against any officer was when he was an officer of the
Army. These are preferred when they are officers in the Army.
As the gentleman from Nebraska suggested, there may be hun-
dreds of pages of testimony taken in the case of an officer where
he has been dismissed. When the charges were made he was
an officer in the Army, and under this resolution I submit that
it wonld be necessary to furnish copies of those papers.

Mr. COVINGTON. I do not agree with the gentleman from
Massachusetts.

Mr, CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. COVINGTON, I will yield to the gentleman from Illi-
nois.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman, in the beginning of the reso-
lution, ealls for copies of all records, reports, letters, or papers
of any deseription which, on June 14, 1911, were in or recorded
in any bureau or office of the War Department, or were in
the custody of any civil or military officer or employee. I want
to submit to the gentleman if he does not think those words,
“or in the costody of any ecivil or military officer or em-
ployee,” should be stricken out. That is pretty broad—in the
custody of a clerk or messenger, it may be.

Mr, COVINGTON. It relates to the charges.

Mr. CANNON. Precisely, but that calls for something more
than that which is of record. What is custody? I suppose an
employee had a letter in his pocket—— I

Mr. COVINGTON. Obh, I take it not.

Mr. CANNON. After all, what is the necessity of those
words?

Mr. COVINGTON. The legal construction of the words I
think the gentleman from Illinois will recognize as meaning
simply those papers which are either in the actual physical
custody of the War Department in the sense that they are
in the files, or those papers in the physical custody of the em-
ployee. The gentleman recognizes that many documents are re-
corded and many others are not. Letters are flled or are letter-
press copies. In all departments there are papers merely filed
in pigeonholes; many others are only in the physical custody.

Mr. CANNON. After all, if they are on file they are a part
of the record. It seems to me that those words would lead
to confusion.

Mr. COVINGTON. I have no objection to modifying the
language so that it shall cover only charges of eriminal mis-
conduct against those officers now in the Pay Department of the
Army, in order to meet the objection of the gentleman from
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- Massachusetts. - I am perfectly willing to restrict it within such
limits as will bring the real information to this House that it
ought in reason to have.

Mr. CANNON. What is the objection, if the gentleman is
advised, if this resolution is made to cover the alleged miscon-
duct of any one officer, to calling directly for the information
which is desired?

Mr. COVINGTON. I will state frankly that I had a reason
that I do not at this time want to disclose why it is not advisa-
ble to call directly for the information. But I am perfectly will-
ing that this language shall be made to cover only those officers
of that particular department now in the actual service, as
suggested by my friend from Massachusetts.

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. COVINGTON. I do.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. 8peaker, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts made the exact point that I wanted to make, but I want
to ask the gentleman from Maryland if he would be willing to
strike out the words “other misconduct”? I suggest that for
the reason—I do mot know what offense the gentleman is aim-
ing at—but if a paymaster of the most exemplary character,
unblemished record, should have five or six years ago be-
come intoxicated, never before or since, it would require the
publication of that fact fo the world. It would be purely useless
for any purpose and harmful only for every purpose. Crim-
inal misconduet involves, of course, something that is worth
while to investigate,

Mr. COVINGTON. I will state very frankly to the gentleman
that I recognize that difficulty. I do appreciate just what the
gentleman from Illinois has stated, that there might possibly
be transmitted information that would not amount to such mis-
conduct as to subject the officer to dismissal, but, on the other
hand, there is, as the gentleman well knows, a difference be-
tween that grave misconduct which would subject an officer
to court-martial and misconduet which would subject him to
punishment in the criminal courts of the country.

So that there is that infirmity of the English langnage which
makes it difficult to reach precisely the cases that are wanted
to be reached. I realize that difficulty, I must confess, Gentle-
men will realize that there are acts of a grave nature that
officers of the Army may be guilty of, but which no criminal
court could punish them for.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. COVINGTON. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS., I would like to suggest to the gentleman that
he can defeat and obviate all that difficulty by putting in the
resolution the particular thing which he wants to reach or wants
to have disclosed. That is, some particular officer or some par-
ticular offense or some particular transaction, it seems to me,
ought to be named in the resolution.

Mr, COVINGTON. Ob, if the gentleman from Nebraska had
heard my statement to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Caxn-
NON|——

Mr, NORRIS. T heard the statement.

Mr. COVINGTON. I stated that I would not do that, but I
would accept the amendment the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. WEeks] very wisely suggested.

Mr. NORRIS. Did the gentleman disclose to the committee
the evidence he has?

Mr. COVINGTON. The gentleman did disclose to the com-
mittee.

Mr. NORRIS. So that the committee understood the nature
of the accusation?

Mr, COVINGTON. Absolutely., I disclosed to the Committee
on Military Affairs, and stated to them——

Mr. NORRIS. Would the disclosure or the proper identifica-
tion of the official or the offense in the resolution meet the
purpose of the resolution?

Mr. COVINGTON. I am not sure about that.

Mr. NORRIS. I think that would be the only excuse, the
only reason, why it should not be done, because the gentleman
must admit that—

Mr. COVINGTON. I am not sure whether it would or not.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman must admit that in making
this kind of a charge to the people who must pass upon it he

- ghould offer some definite matter.

Mr. COVINGTON. I will assume the responsibility for stat-
ing that when that resolution gets to the chief of the Pay De-
partment of the Army he will be able to transmit with suffi-
clent accuracy the information that is wanted, when it is lim-
ited as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WeEks] has
suggested,

Mr. NORRIS. I have never before in my brief experience—
at least I can not call it to recollection now—known of an in-
stance where the House has passed a resolution that was re-
ported simply on the statement of a Member that he does not
want to disclose the real object and purpose of the resolution.

Mr. RICHARDSON., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COVINGTON. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama,

Mr. RICHARDSON. Your inquiry is limited to accusations
of a criminal nature.

Mr, COVINGTON. Yes.

Mr. MANN. No; it is not limited to that.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you follow that with the vague
expression, “ Or other misconduct” What do you mean by
“ other misconduct?” What do you want to inguire into?

Mr. COVINGTON. I just stated to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Cooper] that in the military service there may be
serious derelictions of duty, derelictions of duty which, if the
‘War Department had not recognized them, should subject it to
criticism.

Mr, RICHARDSON. Surely.

Mr. COVINGTON. Now, those derelictions of duty may be
of a serious character, but they may be not such as would war-
rant punishment in the eriminal courts of the land.

Mr. RICHARDSON, Are they of such importance that a
vast record ought to be brought from the War Department from
1905 for investigation?

Mr. COVINGTON. How many instances does the gentleman
suppose in the Pay Corps of the Army there have been in the
last gix years where records of moral shortcomings, even if you
put the language that broad, have taken place? I hope not
more than one or two.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman would include in “ other
misconduet,” the mere fact that an officer had been absent, we
will say.

Mr. COVINGTON. It does not say so.

Mr. RICHARDSON, The resolution, at its conclusion, says:

And which relates in any way to charges or aecusations of eriminal or
other misconduct on the part of any officer or officers, ete.

Mr. COVINGTON. It only provides for those instances where
the officers have been guilty of misconduct and have also been
treated most courteously and considerately by being given long
leaves of absence, It refers only to those officers.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield again? I would like
to suggest to the gentleman that if he has fear that the publica-
tion at the present time of the information that he bases his
belief on that this resolution ought to pass is of such a nature
that it would defeat the purposes of the resolution, that the
House should perhaps go into executive sgession and——

Mr. COVINGTON. Oh, I would not ask that.

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman, on the other hand, ought not,
it seems to me, expect the House to pass a resolution here to
establish a precedent of taking official action on a statement
where the person who gives the information refuses to disclose
what is the object of the resolution or its purpose. Now, if it
were just a simple thing, if the gentleman will permit me for a
moment, if it were just one item, one person, one offense, or one
year or one month, it would be a different proposition, but this
covers six years, and the words “ other misconduct.” it seems to
me, would bring here, if the resolution were complied with
literally, every complaint, every reprimand or correction thut
was ever made in the Pay Department of the Army for the last
six years against any person or any officer or any official.

I do not know how many there would be, but does not tte
gentleman think something of that kind occurs daily—some
little correction that nobody cares anything about? This reso-
Intion, if it were complied with, would bring that all in here,
and we are to do all that without having any evidence dig
closed here, either on the fioor or from the report of the com-
mittee, that there has been any misconduct of any person. 1t
seems to me it is asking us to do more than the gentleman
ought to expect us to do; besides it would be a dangerouy
precedent.

Mr. COVINGTON. Well, I will simply say to the gentlemawn
that we vote a great many times in this House on faith. Mrp.
Speaker, I have made all the explanation I care to make about
this, and I shall now state that I will accept the addition of the
proviso attached to the resolution suggested by the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEgs]. It reads:

rovided, That this resolution shall only apply to those perso
arg at the present time commissioned oﬂigérspﬁxythe E&ng;. o o

The SPEAKER. That would have to be put in the shape ot
an amendment. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Swger]
has the floor.

Mr. KAHN. Mr, Speaker, I desire to ask if the gentleman
from Michigan will yield a few minutes to me?
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Mr. SWEET. I will

The SPEAKHER. How much time does the gentleman from
Michigan yield to the gentleman from California?

Mr, SWEET. Five minutes.

Mr. EAHN. That will be ample.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman from
Michigan when this resolution was reported from the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs?

Mr. SWEET, This morning.

Mr. KAHN. Was there a meeting of this committee this
morning?

Mr, SWEET. Yes

Mr. KAHN, I received no notice whatever of that meeting.

Mr. HAY. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield,
I will state that the committee was called by the chairman
and notices were issued, and a very special effort was made to
get the gentleman from California, who was phoned at his
office at least three times.

Mr. EAHN. I was not at my office, and my mail is sent to
my hotel the first thing in the morning. There was no notice
of this meeting in my mail.

Mr. HAY. Well, I do not suppose the gentleman means to
say that no notice of this meeting was given.

Mr. KAHN. No; I do not. I simply say that notice of this
meeting has not reached me. We have had no meeting of the
committee for several days, and therefore when I did not
receive a notice of the meeting I did not know the meeting was
to be had. But there is no desire on my part at any time to
oppose a resolution for a proper inquiry. I have no desire fo
shield or protect any officer charged with any eriminal offense.
This resolution, as has been stated several times on this side,
is exceedingly broad. It is a sort of a dragnet resolution to
take in everything and everybody. The gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. Covinerox] is rather disingenuous. He says that
things should not be covered up; if men have charges brought
against them, even though those charges be proved false, they
should not be put away in the files of the War Department and
allowed to stay there.

He thinks the country has a right to know something about
the charges. Now, the gentleman ought to be equally frank
with this House. He ought not to cover up anything. He ought
to say frankly to the House that there is such and such a charge
pending against such and such an officer, and that he wants
the papers in that case, and then we would procure the papers
for him. But to go out in the broad way contemplated by the
resolution and try to bring out charges that may have amounted
to nothing and have them spread before the country seems to
me entirely improper, and I hope the resolution, on that ac-
count, will not pass.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Sweer] yield to me for five minutes?

Mr. SWEET., Yes.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am rather surprised at the atti-
tude taken by the gentlemen on the other side. Resolutions of
this character have been passed time and time again in this
House, and if there are any charges against any officer of the
Pay Department of a criminal nature or any misconduct of so
grave a character that it merits the investigation of this House,
what objection is there to this resolution, calling upon the
Secretary of War for information? Why this anxiety tfo
defeat a very ordinary and customary resolution?

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, HAY. Yes.

Mr., MANN. During my 14 years of service in the House I
have never seen a resolution of inquiry offered which was so
broad as this one, I think. Does the gentleman recall any?

Mr. HAY. I do not know that I can point out any specific
resolution that has been offered during my time of service here,
but I do know that resolutions of inquiry as broad as this are
and have been constantly before this House, and have been
passed by the House. This is not such a broad resolution.
How many officers are in the Pay Department of the War
Department? Not over 100. And there is no doubt about
the fact that if this resolution is passed no man is going to be
injured by it who ought not to be injured. I venture to say
that there is not an officer in the Pay Department who would
be opposed to the passage of this resolution on the ground that
there might be some charges pending in the War Department
against him. If charges are pending against him, what objec-
tion is there to the country knowing what charges are pending?
Yhen has it become the rule that these charges, if such there
be, are to be buried in the pigeonholes of the War Department?
If charges are of such a character as to call for a court martial,

those charges are made public; and if some man, through the
favoritism of high officials in this Government, has been able
to escape justice, has been guilty of crime and misconduect, is
it for this House to cover that up?

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Jomnson of Kentucky).
Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., HAY., Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman what objection
can there possibly be to putting into this resolution—like, I
think, is the universal custom—the specifie, particular case you
want to get the evidence on?

Mr. HAY. Can the gentleman specify any resolution where
that has been done?

Mr. NORRIS. I never knew a resolution where it has not
been done.

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman specify a resolution?

Mr. NORRIS. I do not recall now, but if the gentleman will
cite me to a case of any resolution of inquiry, that will be an
instance of it. I do not believe there has been an exception in
all the time I have been here.

Mr. HAY. I do not believe there has been any resolution of
this character where the individual has been named ; and if the
gentleman can cite me such a resolution, I would be glad if he
would do it

Mr. NORRIS. You can get every resolution of inquiry that
e}rer was passed, and you will get an illustration in every one
of them,

Now, I want to ask the gentleman another question. Does
not the gentleman think that the words “ or other misconduct "
will include even a reprimand or disagreement between officials
as to whether some official had done something that technically
was wrong? I am not objecting to getting the information, but
it seems to me it involves almost an infinite amount of work,
and unnecessary work on unnecessary subjects,

Mr, HAY. The gentleman seems to think that the officers of
the Pay Department are constantly guilty of misconduct, and
that there are large and numerous records in the Pay Depart-
ment showing that. It is not the case at all. The officers of
the Pay Department, like the officers of the Army generally, as
a class, are not guilty of misconduct.

Mr. NORRIS. I presume that is true; but this covers six
years, and with the words “other misconduct,” if an official
has done anything—it does not make any difference what—to
some other official that was not right, or that was even claimed
to be wrong, it would be included in this resolution. I take it
the gentleman does not want to do that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Virginia has expired.

Mr. HAY. Nor does the resolution assume anything of the
kind.

Mr, NORRIS. What is the use, then, of including these words,
“ other misconduct”?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
from Virginia has expired.

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes more to the
gentleman from Virginia.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Virginia is extended two minutes.

Mr. HAY. I simply wanted to say, in answer to the gentle-
man from Nebraska, that this resolution does not eoniemplate
that there shall be returned to the House the records of every
officer in the Pay Depariment as to whom there may be some
suggestion that he has been guilty of negligence or something
of that kind.

It contemplates misconduct, and “misconduct” is no un-
certain word. It has a clear and distinet meaning, and it seems
to me very strange that gentlemen on the other side should
undertake to oppose this resolution.

What objection can there be to having the eriminal action
and the misconduct of officers of the Pay Department or any
other depariment shown to this House and to the couniry? I
hope the resolution will pass; and if the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts insists upon his amendment—which I do not think
helps it at all, because when the resolution says * officers of the
Pay Department” it means, of course, those who are now in
the Pay Department—but if he desires to have that amend-
ment adopted, I hope the gentleman from Michigan in charge
of the resolution will accept the amendment, and that we can
now have a vote.

Mr.

The time of the gentleman

Mr. Speaker, perhaps enough has already been

said on this question, but I want simply to remark that
although I can not approach this subject, and did not in the
committee approach it, from the standpoint of long experience
in this body as a Representative in this House, I felt that the
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resolution was in the direction of obtaining for this body in-
formation which we are entitled to have and which the people
want us to have.

It does not seem to me that the resolution is open to the
objections suggested. When the House under that resolution
makes its demand on the War Department, I doubt if there
will be any tendency on the part of the War Department to
extend the language of the resolution so as to make it come
down, as the gentlemen seem to fear, to matters of trivial con-
sequence. On the other hand, if there is any straining of the
language used in this resolution, it is more likely to be in the
opposite direction.

I feel that the people of the country, from the investigations
that have already been made, are in a temper where they
would prefer to have every department, especially where accu-
sations are suggested, investigated by this body, and I feel that
the resolution which has been offered here by the gentleman
from Maryland is one that all the Members, regardless of
polities, onght to vote for, and one that every honest officer in
the Army ought to be glad to have considered.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr, Chairman, does the gentleman yield to me?
Mr. SWEET. Yes.
Mr. SLOAN. The gentleman from Virginia asked for one

reason why this should be denied. I have ome. It may not be
important, but it was stated that there were a hundred men
in the Pay Corps of the War Department. I do not know any
of them. This resolution covers a period of six years. It isa
charge against one man or a hundred men; I do not know
which. Perhaps the majority of the Members of this House
do not know. If an order like this be made, it will stand for
an indefinite time as an implied charge against every man in
that corps, because it does not fix the period of time in which
this demand may be made. This will go to the public, and the
publie will understand that it means this paymaster or any one
of 99 others in that department, and so it seems to me that it
ought to be limited and a straightforward statement should be
made as to whom it is directed against. If there are papers
there against any man, let us know it and let the public know
it, in order that direct action may be taken and no implied
charge of dishonesty may stand for an indefinite time against
a large majority of that department, upon whom this resolu-
tion, if passed, will cast a shadow for an indefinite time.

Your resolution does not say within what time this may be
trangmitted, and the public will wait for an indefinite time to
find out who are the men who have charges against them and
who have not. It amounts to an aspersion against more than
one—against practically everyone in that whole department of
the service.

Mr. HELM, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
moment ?

Mr. SWEET. For a question?

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield for a statement of
about two minutes?

Mr. SWEET. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, this resolution seems to me to have
developed the kind of situation which led to the adoption by the
House of that rule which resulted in the appointment of the sev-
eral standing committees on the investigations of the different
departments of the Government. The Committee on Expendi-
tures in the War Department has jurisdiction——

Mr. SWEET. 1 call the attention of the gentleman to the fact
that this involves no expenditure whatever.

Mr. HELM. This committee is not limited only to expendi-
tures in that department, but, among other subjects, to the
proper application of public moneys by officers in the Army—the
accountability of officers in the Army; so that it seems to me
that, instead of passing this resolution in its present form, if
anyone possesses any information touching the misconduct of
any officer in the Army, and it appears that this resolution
touches more immediately upon the Pay Department of the
Army, this eommittee, which is now actively at work, is the
proper commitfee to deal with this matter instead of putting
out this dragnet, as it has been deemed proper to term it. And I
desire to say that it is not my purpose in rising to shield or
defend any man, but more for the purpose of directing the
attention of the House to the fact that the proper committee to
handle such matter is the Committee on Expenditures in the
War Department, which has been vested with the authority to
perform just such work as this resolution calls for.

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the remarks of the
gentleman I should like to say that the committees to which
he refers have been appointed for the purpose of investigating
the expenditure of moneys appropriated by this body for the
support of the various departments. Now, if, as a result of

accusations of a criminal character, it should appear that some
officer in the pay department had been guilty of that kind of
misconduct relating to money, the committees investigating
expenditures in the various departments would not have juris-
diction of that, Therefore the Committee on Military Affairs,
after giving the matter full consideration, and after sending
out the proper notices, in an effort to get a full attendance,
have unanimously reported in favor of the adoption of this
resolution. We believe it will result in

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr, SWEET. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand it, the committee, which the
gentleman says gave this matter full consideration, had in
mind some one particular case, did it not? The matter was
explained to the committee, as I understand it.

Mr. SWEET. It was not necessarily limited to one case.

Mr. NORRIS. Was there more than one?

Mr, SWEET. It was not necessarily limited to one case.

Mr. NORRIS. Was there evidence before the committee of
misconduct applying generally to this department of the
service? .

Mr. SWEET. We have reason to believe that it embraces
more than one case.

Mr. NORRIS. Was there any reason why, under the evi-
dence given before the committee, a resolution could not be so
drawn as to apply to the particular cases concerning which
information is desired?

Mr. SWEHET. We so considered; yes.

Mr. NORRIS. Then why was the resolution drawn in this
form?

Mr. SWEET., I now demand the previous question, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
demands the previous gquestion.

The guestion being taken, the previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon agree-
ing to the resolution——

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois,

Mr. MANN. Is there not an amendment?

Mr. SWEET. It has not been offered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no amendment pending,

Mr. WEEKS. I have an amendment which I wish to offer.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. CoviNGTON]
said he would offer it.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey.
offer it, but it has not been offered.

Mr. SWEET. It was not offered at the proper time, and it is
too late to offer it.

Mr. HAY. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment of
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Weegs] may be con-
gidered as pending and as coming under the order for the
previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts may be considered as having been offered in time and now
considered.

Mr. NORRIS. Reserving the right to object to that, I want to
ask the gentleman whether he would be willing to allow 5 or
10 minutes’ debate on that amendment?

Mr. HAY. I would not.

Mr. NORRIS. Then I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
MaxxN) there were—ayes 55, noes 29,

8o the resolution was agreed to.

NATIONAL BUDGET.

Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous
consent of the House to print in the Recorp some remarks
made by me at a meeting of the Accountants of America, held
recently in Washington, on the subject of a National Budget.
I do not feel like taking the time of the House to deliver here
these remarks, but I would like to have them brought to the
attention of the membership of the House.

Mr. MANN. I shall not object, although I think perhaps I
ought to and require the gentleman to deliver them in the
House, because I think it would be of value to the Members
of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Kentucky? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

He said he was willing to
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The matter referred to is as follows:

“Mr, SErRLEY;: Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, I once said
that in the House of Representatives a little law went futther
than in any other place on earth, and, being a lawyer, felt that
I could so testify. Perhaps, in one sense, a little of any
knowledge goes a long way there. At least, a man is mot
always called to immediate account, because we have much of
speech making that does not affect legislation. But appearing
to-day before a society of experts, particularly when I am in-
troduced as one in accord with the views of those experts, I
have some timidity and trepidation, even though speaking has
been somewhat my lot for several years past.

“I have, unfortunately, a subject much too big for anyone
to cover in a single address. I am mot going to talk to you
about budgets generally, but rather narrow my subject fo the
lezislative side of budgets as it applies to the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States.

“ Government is a matter of evolution, and probably the
canse of more failures to reform methods of doing business in
‘government—ecity, State, or National—is the faet that the man
proposing the reform faces it from the outside rather than
from the inside. Governments, like men, are always narrowed
and restricted by habits—personal habits, if I may be par-
doned for such a use of the word—habits that restrict their
activity and their initiative just as it does every single indi-
vidual; and when you undertake, without regard to those
habits, to put upon a government any new method, the inevit-
able result is a failure. I remember talking just a -couple of
days ago to a gentleman of wide experience with our Govern-
ment, and he recalled to my mind the very great expense that
was incurred by the Government in undertaking a reform in
the Public Printing Office, a reform that, on paper, ought to
have worked splendidly, and yet the result of which was the
expenditure of about $100,000 and now the daily discarding
of the method that had been superimposed upon that establish-
ment, simply because the men who undertook it had no real
Jmowledge of the life history of that institution and the evolu-
tion of it. Therefore, their methods were not adaptable and
could not be snccessful,

“I have never known a fundamental change proposed in the
procedure of the Congress of the United States that ever was
adopted permanently or that during its short trial proved sue-
cessful. You constantly hear reference to the English method
of doing things, or the French method. In the recent debate
during the contest over the power of the Speaker of the House
of Representatives constant allusion was made to the fact that
the English speaker was simply a presiding officer, and that the
American Speaker should be made inte simply a presiding
officer. Now, that may be theoretically an ideal system, and
yet one of the characteristics of American political life from
the very inception of this ‘Government has been that the
speakers of legislative bodies have been leaders of the dominant
party in control of legislation of the House, and to ignore
that faet and to undertake to abolish it overnight was to
ignore the life history of American governmental development.

“Before I touch directly on the question that T want to
present to you of proposed reform T want to deal just for a
moment with what might be called the executive side of the
American budget. And even before I touch on that let me
suggest this curious fact to you: In American political life
everywhere, except in the Congress of the United States, there
is a marked tendency toward concentration of power, with
corresponding responsibility. For instance, you gentlemen who
deal largely with city government know the tremendous strides
that have been made toward the commission form of govern-
ment; and where even the commission form of government has
not been taken up, the mayor of the city has been given
supreme power over the boards, power over appointments,
power of removal; and, given this large power, he is held
to a direct responsibility, the reason for it being that the people
have neither the time, the inclination, nor, in a sense, the
technieal knowledge fo enable them to follow details, but are
looking to general results. And so they have insisted on glving
to one or a limited number of men full power, and making them
responsible. And yet the fight that has just taken place in
the House of Representatives was a fight not to concentrate
power and make responsibility as a result of it, but was to
deprive the Speaker of power and diffuse that power among the
Members generally. It is a rather curious fact that with that
marked tendency everywhere else, in the House of Representa-
tives there should have come the demand that power should
be taken from the Speaker and given to the membership gen-
erally. How far that has been a wise change, time alone can
tell. I have never been one of those who believed that youn
necessarily reformed a system by changing the method of

selecting the men who were to administer it; and the reform
that took place in the House of Representatives by taking
from the Speaker the power of appointing committees and
glving it to a committee on committees did not, to my miind,
reach the real evil, which was not the power in one 1man to
appoint committees, but the power in the committees after
appointment to stifle and control legislation in that body.
And the remedy, in my judgment, lay in changing the power
of the committees rather than the aunthority from
which they sprang.

“Now, in regard to the executive side of the budget. Of
course, you gentlemen are familiar with the fact that America
differs very much in its political arrangement from the English
Government, and, indeed, from most of the European ‘Govern-
ments. The theory of the makers of the Constitution was a
separation of the executive, legislative, and judicial depart-

‘ments—a separation that has continued and must continue

without a radical fundamental change in our Constitution.
That makes impossible of consideration, or at least unnecessary
of consideration, the many propositions that are presented of
budgets in countries where the ministry is the government and
where they present the budget in the Ilegislature and their
failure to successfully carry it through means a change of
party or an appeal to the people. Here the Executive presents
a budget that may come to a majority in a Congress that is
friendly, or may come to a majority that is hostile; and there-
fore it is impossible to bring about that same degree of re-
sponsibility to the makers of the budget that they have in Eng-
land and in some other countries. We have provided by law
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall receive from the other
heads of the departments the estimates for the ensuing fiscal
year, these estimates to be submitted to him by the 15th of
October, and by him submitted to Congress upon its opening
in December. of each year, It is made his duty to assembls
them and to present them to the Congress in the form that has
been usual in presentation of the -estimates of the various de:
partments. And if they are submitted to him in a form other
than that in which they have heretofore been submitted, it is
his duty to put them in the proper form, leaving to a footnote
any suggested change in form. Within the last two years wa
have required of him also that he should estimate the revenues
for the ensuing year and the probable appropriations necessary
for the maintenance of the Government ; and if it was found that
the apprepriations should exceed the estimated revenues, then
he should certify that fact to the President of the United States,
that the President, in communicating to Congress, might inform
it how the appropriation could either be curtailed or the revenug
increased. That change, brought about by a provision put upon
one of the supply bills, has worked very well Tecently, But
it does not, to my mind, go as far as it should. The President
has shown a very commendable zeal in trying to cut down
the estimates that are annually submitted to Congress, and he
hss undertaken to carefully examine the estimates of the va-
rious departments and has reported to Congress, through the
Secretary of the Treasury, very large reductions in cstimates
overB tht,oie orignu;hn}g stﬁmltteﬂ.

“But, to my what ought to be done is to reguire that the
Secretary of the Treasury shall revise the -estimaq tes of every
other department of the Government. It is unnecessary to state
to you gentlemen, who are so familiar with the subject, that
the estimates come from the various members of the Cabinet—
from the Secretary of War, Secretary of the Navy, the Post-
master General, the Department of Justice, and so on. As it
is now, there is no member of the Cabinet who has any power
of revision over the estimates that are submitted by other
members of the Cabinet. The Secretary of the Treasury in
this regard is simply no more than a clerk to gather together
and present in book form to the Congress these various esti-
mates. John Sherman, one of the very greatest of the Secre-
taries of the Treasury that this country ever had, undertook
to get the power to supervise the estimates of the other mem-
bers of the Cabinet. But naturally everyone of the other Secre-
taries objected to having a veto power given to anyone else
over the budget that he presented. And so the matter failed.
But Congress could well afford to give to one member of the
Cabinet not only the power but fo make it his duty to revise
these estimates. And the reason of that would be this: You
would then compel a certain consideration by the executive
department of the budget as a whole. There is a tendency for
each Secretary to consider the needs of his department only:
and not unusually the sum total of the estimates to be submitted
is found not by any consideration of fhe Government’s power
to raise revenue, not by any consideration of the relative merits
of this department's demands as against that department’s de-
mands, but simply by the opinion that the head of each depart-
ment has of its needs and then a sum in addition, And so I




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2107

believe that one of the reforms that should be had and that
could be had without in any way changing the present form of
government would be to empower and direct the Secretary of the
Treasury fo revise the estimates. Of course we can not re-
quire the President. We can simply do as we did in this
instance that I speak of, require the Secretary to communi-
cate to the Presidenf that the President may, in turn, inform
Congress. But the fatnl mistake in the provision e .acted was
that it required the Secretary of the Treasury only to inform
the President when he found the estimated revenues to be less
than the estimated appropriations for the ensuing year. Now,
the reason for it exists just as much in a case where the reve-
nues of the country may be sufficient to meet the o ex-
penses as it does where we are likely to have a deficit in the
revenues. And unless the duty is imposed upon him you will
not have other than through the initiative of some Executive
desirous of bringing about reform that supervision and con-
sideration of the different items that go to make up the budget.
We have In other particulirs followed what seems to be a very
good plan. The beginning of the fiscal year is near enough to
the time when the estimates are submitted and near enough
to the period at which those estimates are likely to have been
enacted into law to bring about as much accuracy as possible
in dealing with the future. In that particular I think that the
American system is all that it should be. We have also passed
very stringent laws in regard to the creation of deficits, and
have done much to require the keeping within the year of the
expenses of the departments and not to permit the borrowing
from a future year for the expenses of a current year, so as to
enable the Government and the legislative branch of it to know
without serious difficulty what the appropriations for a par-
ticular year happen to be, ¥ i

“And now, with that very cursory and loose statement as to
the executive side of the budget, I desire to talk to you of the
House of Representatives relative to the preparation and con-
sideration of a budget,

“ Up until the Civil War the Committee on Ways and Means
had jurisdiction over both the levying of taxes and the appro-
priation of the revenues. It very properly, from the standpoint
of theory, had charge of those two highest functions of govern-
ment, the levying of taxes and the spending of money raised as
a result of the levy. But in 1865, largely on account of the
tremendous labors that were being imposed upon that com-
mittee, a division took place and there was created the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and given to it exclusive power over
the appropriation bills, leaving to the Ways and Means Com-
mittee the power it now has of exclusively considering the reve-
nue bills. In this country it has been supposed by some people
that there was not that same need for having a central authority
over matters of raising revenue and matters,of expenditure that
existed in other countries. To my mind that is a mistake. It
has been true, and probably will be true for many years, that
Congress will levy taxes frequently for purposes and reasons
other than the raising of revenue. But it ought to be true that
somewhere in a legiglative body there should be some central
aunthority to consider the levying of taxes and the raising of
revenue in connection with the appropriation of moneys for the
maintenance of the Government. Nothing is stronger evidence
of a bad system of government than the piling up either of huge
gurpluses, that are a constant invitation to extravagance, or the
failure to provide sufficlent revenues to meet the ordinary and
necessary expenses of the Government. And to properly prevent
that, there must be cooperation somewhere between that power
that first formulates the bill to levy the taxes and that power
that first formulates the bill disposing of the money so raised.
But we have not only separated these two functions of raising
revenue and of disbursing revenue, but in 1830 we took from
the Committee on Appropriations control over the Agriculture
appropriation bill; and that was followed in 1885 by taking from
them control over the appropriation bills relative to the Army,
the Navy, Indian affairs, foreign affairs, and rivers and har-
bors; so that to-day the Commitiee on Appropriations has con-
trol of 6 out of the 14 supply bills, and you have seven or eight
different roads to the Treasury; and as Mr. Tawney, the former
chairman of the Appropriations Committee, very happily said,
‘As many byways as there are members of these appropriating
committees” The result of that has been that there is not now
any consideration in Congress of the appropriations as a whole,
No man knows what the Sixty-second Congress will appropriate,
or, rather, what one session of the Sixty-second Congress will
appropriate, until that session has passed into history and he
has added up the appropriations that have been made. Now, a
more indefensible system can hardly be imagined, that a great
Government appropriating, as we do, two thousand millions of
dollars during the life of each Congress—at least we have for

the past four years, and from all indications will continue to do
so—that a_Government appropriating two billions of doliars
should not know until it goes through the addition of the various
sums appropriated what the total is going to be, is a proposition
that to my mind is absolutely indefensible. [Applause.]

“ Now, what is the remedy? There are those who dream that
we are going to turn back and give to the Committee on Ap-
propriations the entire control over the appropriation bills.
Theoretically that might be wise, but to my mind there is no
more probability of the Commitftee on Appropriations ever get-
ting control over all of the supply bills than there is of any
other reversion to outworn conditions in this country. The
Members of the House of epresentatives are compelled through
political exigency into personal activity, a personal activity
the lack of which means political extinction. The result is
that you will never get, at least not for many years, until
public opinion has much changed, that condition of service in
the House of Representatives that you have in the Parliament
of England, where the average member of Parliament only
attends when there is some vote or division of primary impor-
tance. He takes no part in the preparation or the discussion of
the budget, but leaves to the leaders the consideration entirely
of the budget and the other great matters of legislation. That
can not happen in this country. The man who here would be
content simply to vote, whether justly or unjustly, would be
condemned by his constituents as a man lacking in real energy
or force in the House of Representatives. The result is that
there is a constant pressure of interest on every Member in the
House to have some part and some voice in, something to say,
something to do with, the daily affairs of the House. Now,
that in some ways is a good thing; in some ways it is anything
but a good thing. That being true, you are not going to get
the present commitiees that have appropriating power to sur-
render that power and give it into the hands of one commitiee,
Nearly every man fo-day who is a member of an appropriating
committee in the House, other than the Committee on Appropri-
ations, is jealous of and fighting that Committee on Appropria-
tions, because he claims that it is constantly reaching out and
seeking to get back the old power it had of control over all ap-
propriations. And that being true, it being to my mind impossi-
ble from a political and practical standpoint to bring about
again the concentration of power in the hands of one com-
mittee, and because the detail work is now beyond the capacity
of that one committee, I have offered an amendment to the rules
of the House that I hope may have in it the seed of a reform
we all admit ought to be brought about.

“In substance it is this: That there shall be created a new
committee called, if you please, a commitiee on the budget, or
on receipts and expenditures. That committee shall be com-
posed of the chief members of the Ways and Means Committee,
the Appropriations Committee, and the chairmen and ranking
minority member of every other appropriating committee.
Now, what has been attempted in its personnel was this: To
give to the members of the Ways and Means Committee and of
the Appropriations Committee sufficient numerical strength to
prevent the chairmen of the other appropriating committees
from combining and so controlling the budget that should be
presented to Congress, and for this reason—it follows inevit-
ably and without regard to personnel—that the men who rep-
resent simply one department and appropriate for one depart-
ment, become in course of time the champions instead of the
critics of that department. In our system of government it is
highly important that the legislative body should be the critic
of the executive body, not the unfair critie, but still, when the
estimates are submitted to the House through the Secretary of
the Treasury, the House in its consideration should be free to
criticize, amend, reduce, and curtail. But when you give to
one committee simply jurisdiction over that part of the budget
that relates to one department its members inevitably come
into such relationship with the executive of that department,
particularly if those of the majority happen to belong to the
same political party that the executive branch of the Govern-
ment represents, that they become his champion. And so you
find that the chairman and members of the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs are fighting to increase their dominion and power
by increasing the power and dominion of the Army of the
United States. And the chairman and members of the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs are doing the same thing for the Navy;
the chairman and members of the Commiitee on Post Offices
for post offices. And as a result, in the life of the past Con-
gress, the material saving that was made over the estimates
submitted by the various departments was made by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and not by any one of the committees
appropriating for single departments; not that the personnel
of the Approprietions Commiitee is any better, any more pa-
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triotic, or any more intelligent, but through the duties that are
imposed upon them they have to take a survey of the Govern-
ment as a whole, and they do nof, therefore, become the cham-
pions, or rarely do, of any particular department.

“The exact proposal is as follows:

L
Houfe“:flvdedt’o ggaktng; :on"soe‘:i!?o% %u‘t% t!'ieul:dge:d H U Rt i

‘¢ 8ec. 6. There shall be a Committee on Estimates and di-
tures, whose personnel shall consist of the following members: The
chairman and three ranking majority members, and the ranking minor-
ity member of the Committees on Wa{s and Means and Appropriations,
and the chairman and rankmﬁ minor! E member of the (.%mmittees on
Rules, Agriculture, Foreign Affairs, tary Affairs, Naval Affairs, the
Post Office and Post Roads, Rivers and Harbors, and Indian Affairs
The chairman of said committee shall be selected by the members
thereof. Said committee shall, as soon after the convening of each
regular session of Congress as may be, report to the House the amount
of revenue probably avallable for appropr?ation for the next fiscal year,
and apportion the amount to the several appropriation bills within the
iurlsd ction of the committees empowered by the rules and practice of
he House to report appropriations from the Treasury. This report, or
supplementary reports to meet exigencies of the public service, ma
be made on any legislative day after the reading of the Journai. an
when agreed to by the House shall imit the totals of the appropria-
tions reported by {he several committees.’ .

“You see, I provided that the committee should be composed
of such ranking members of the Ways and Means, which I
believe should be represented as the committee which deals
with the levying of taxes; the Committee on Appropriations,
and only the chairman and ranking minority member of the
other appropriating committees, and the Rules Committee, so
that the personnel taken from Ways and Means and Appro-
priations should equal the personnel taken from these other
appropriating committees; that it is made the duty of that
committee to submit to Congress at the beginning, or as early
thereafter as possible, an entire budget, and to allot the various
sums from that budget that can be appropriated for the various
departments. In other words, if a budget of a thousand million
dollars is brought in, that committee shall then, in presenting
it, say that one hundred millions of this goes to the Army,
one hundred and twenty-five millions goes to the Navy, one
hundred and twenty millions goes to pensions—of course, I am
dealing loosely in figures, as you gentlemen will understand—
and so on down. And when the report of this committee is
adopted by the House it shall be a limitation upon the appro-
priating power of each of the appropriating committees,

“That, in substance, is the plan, and this is what I hope to
accomplish by it: A real consideration by Congress and, as a
result of that, a real consideration by the American people of
the budget as a whole. Our work in Congress to-day is all
sharpshooting. We spend our time in discussing the particular
items, fighting this item or that item. Now, that is important
work. That is work that I would not eliminate from Congress,
but it is not the whole work, and unless you have on the part
of Congress a consideration of the budget as a whole, you will
neither develop men of broad statesmanship nor will you pre-
sent to the people any real question of economy in the adminis-
tration of the Government, or any real issue on which parties
g?]ght to be formed and by which you can create party responsi-

ity.

“As it is each bill comes in reported by a particular commit-
tee. It is examined with more or less care by the membership
of the whole House, according as their particular interests may
be in that matter, and it goes through the regular procedure,
being first considered in the Committee of the Whole and then
reported back to the House, then to the Senate, and from there,
through conference and agreement of both Houses, to the Presi-
dent, and then becomes a law. But there are not many men in
the House who could tell you the relative size of appropriations
for war purposes, for instance, as against peace purposes, or
for the machinery of government itself, aside from the actual
things it does by that machinery. And yet those are the really
important questions. What the people of America want to
know about are these great totals. It is absolutely impossible
to interest 90,000,000 people in the little details of legislation.
But if you could present to them the fact that you have had a
growth of nearly 100 per cent in the last 16 years in your appro-
priations, with only a corresponding growth of a little over 20
per cent in population, you have then a big question, one worthy
of the serions consideration of the American people. Under
this system the majority party would bring in its budget; the
minority party attacks that budget; the majority party makes
its record, and at the next election goes to the country and on
that record stands or falls. Then you have a real issue and you
have real party responsibility.

“One of the reasons that you are seeing the peculiar political
condition where insurgency is rife in both parties is because,
with the exception of that side of the budget which deals with
the levying of taxes, you have had no real issue on which parties
are made, and there is nothing that the people can consider.

Now, while the individual legislator is important in government,
I believe that you never get the highest results except through
party responsibility, by party initiative, and by party criticism.
The trouble with parties that the people complain of now van-
ishes when you have real issues that those parties stand and
divide on, and when the people can get genuine relief from one
system by taking up the party that advocates a different sys-
tem. There is nothing of that kind to-day. There is not the
slightest consideration of a budget in any trne sense of the
word; there is no way, unless you drag it in by the heels,
whereby a man can properly make a speech on the floor of the
House of Representatives dealing with the entire expenditures
of the Government of the United States,

“ Now, whether this reform can be brought about is a very
serious question. I had hoped to present it before the organiza-
tion of the present House that I might then have had the ad-
vantage of not undertaking to curtail the power of any particu-
lar man, because after your commitfees are formed, when you
undertake a reform you are immediately confronted with the
personal equation, and the personal equation is a very powerful
factor in legislation and legislative reforms. But had it been
possible to present this plan before the House committee were
named, then no man could necessarily have known that his
power would be curtailed. It is still my hope that this reform
may take place. That it will take pdace in time I have not the
slightest doubt, because it is inconceivable that we should long
continue our present method. We have been peculiarly for-
tunate, we have had a country so wonderfully rich, we have
had such unbounded resources that we could always raise reve
nue sufficient to satisfy even the most extravagant of parties
or the most extravagant of administrations. But with budgets
that are growing by leaps and bounds, with an annual expendl-
ture of a billion dollars, we are approaching that time, if we
have not already reached it, when we have to consider the
capacity of the Government to raise money sufficient to pay this
tremendous sum annually. And when that question becomes
acute, when you have to face not simply the general policy of
tariff, or whether you will levy a tax for protection purposes
or for revenue purposes, but when you have to consider how
you can raise enough money to keep from having a deficit, then
you are going to have such a situation as will force a change
in the legislative procedure whereby you will have consideration
of a budget as a whole.

“ Mr. Chairman, of necessity I have talked in a rather desul-
tory way, and I do not know that I have covered the ground,
yet there does not occur to me right now any further suggestion.
Summarizing my remedy, so far as it be a remedy, if is, first, to
make the Executive, through a single Cabinet officer, present a
budget that has been considered not only by the individual heads
of bureaus, but has been considered in regard to the relation
of these totals to each other; and, secondly, the creation in the
legislative branch of a committee that in its labors will have to
consider the subject as a whole, and in its presentation to the
House as a whole will require of it a similar consideration.

“If I have not made myself altogether clear and there is any
gentleman who would like to ask any questions, I would be very
glad to answer them, because sometimes I find that interrogation
brings about clarity of statement very much more than an at-
tempt to speak without interruption. Otherwise, I beg to thank
you all for your attention.”

THE WOOLEN SCHEDULE.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of bill 11019,
to reduce the duties on wool and woolen manufactures.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey moves that
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill 11019.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Hax in the
chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is In Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill of which the Clerk will read the title,

The Clerk read as follows:
fA bl%l (H. R. 11019) to reduce the duties on wool and manufactures
oL Wool.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the experience
we have passed through to-day shows it to be true that the less
a Member of the House knows about what is going on the more
time he consumes. We have wasted nearly four hours in the
discussion of two resolutions, and we have wasted those four
hours largely because the Members had not an opportunity to
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inform themselves about them. It may be that that is the
reason why the debate on the wool schedule has lasted so long.

A very distinguished gentleman, a former Member of an-
other body, said at one tlme that there weresnot 10 men in
the United States who understood the wool schedule, and when
one of those gentlemen was taken sick consideration of that
schedule had to be postponed.

I do not think that my efforts here this afternoon are geing
to demonstrate that I am entitled to be admitted to that
galaxy of statesmen who are supposed to understand the wool
schedule;, but there are some things about Schedule K that I
do know. It has often seemed to me that that is the best letter
in the alphabet to designate that schedule. First, because K
is the crooked letter of the alphabet. It stands for knavery
and it stands for kite, a vulture that preys upon the people
of this country. There are things in Schedule K which no
man can fail to find if he gives the subject any study. They
stand out like a sore thumb, and I propose to call the atten-
tion of the House to one of the worst discriminations which
exists in that schedule; and I will claim for my party that,
if we have achieved no other result, we will have junstified our«
selves before the people for the time that we have spent in the
preparation and discussion of this bill by wiping out that one
discrimination. .

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MurbocE] made & very
interesting speech the other day with reference to worsteds,
one that showed that he had given great study to that par-
ticular item of Schedule K. He criticized our side of the
House, however, because we had not put worsted cloth upon
the free list, and he did not give full credit to us for what we
actually did to the gentlemen who have so long been able to
control legislation with reference to that schedule. I have
made somewhat of a study of that item myself, and it is an
interesting subject. I doubt if I shall be able to impart even
the little information that I have to the membership of this
body this afternoon, but I shall do my best.

Manufacturers of woelen cloth may be divided into two
classes, those who manufacture the soft woolen cloth and those
who manufacture the hard-finished worsted cloth. I might say,
in passing, that the former class is usually found on this side of
the aisle and the latter on the other. The manufacturer of
woolen cloth of the former class uses first-class wool, and the
manufacturer of worsted cloth uses wool of the second class.
Section 306 of Schedule K of the Payne law deals with this
subject. I do not mean to say that the author of the Payne law
is responsible for this situation and this state of affairs, because,
so far as I ean learn, it has existed since 1867 ; but the language
of that act is so earefully drawn that first-class wool pays, when
it comes into this country unwashed, a certain duty, and com-
ing in washed it pays double that duty. While to the ordinary
reader it would appear that they were both included in pre-
cisely the same category, yet it appears on investigation that
second-class wool pays only one duty, whether it comes in
washed or unwashed.

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman
there?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr, SHARP. Does that not arise from the fact that we have
a specific form of duty rather than an 2d valorem?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No; that has not anything to
do with this particular fact. It is the language of the law,
cleverly and cunningly drawn, presumably at the instance of a
man who had something to be gained by legislation that
results in this state of affairs. You can read it over and over
again, and I venture to say, if no one has called your attention
to it,.that you will never discover the joker in section 366 of
Schedule K. See how smoothly and plainly it reads:

The duty on wools-of the first c¢lass which shall be imported washed
shall be twlee the amount of the duty to which they would be sub-
Jected If imported unwashed, and the duty on wools of the first and
second class which shall be imported scoured shall be, ete.

1t thus leaves out of the classification entirely washed wool
of the second class. Now, since 1867 men have been legislating
with reference to this schedule. This language has been there
all that time, and yet there was nobody who had sufficient in-
terest, patriotism, and knowledge all at one time to correect
the error. This has resulted very detrimentally to the gentle-
men who are engaged in the manufacture of woolen goods which
pay the dounble duty.

Mr. SHARP. May I ask the gentleman another question
right there? I do not want to interrupt him continuously.

AMr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I have no objection.

Mr. SHARP. I merely ask for information. Does that not
also work an injustice to a certain class of woolgrowers in
this country?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, undoubtedly it works an
injustice to a certain class of woolgrowers in this country, be-
cause it gives an advantage to the worsted manufacturer. The
worsted manufacturer is the manufacturer who consumes a
great deal of foreign wool, and he is the competitor in the
market of the woolen manufiacturer, who consumes much of
our home-grown wool. It gives him a tremendous advantage in
more ways than one, and I will try fo reach them in their
order. In the first place the woolen manufacturer pays this
high duty on his raw material, and the weolen weaver must
pay that high duty on that raw material as compared with the
low duty on the raw material of the worsted manufacturer.
This gives him a tremendous advantage, and he has enjoyed
that advantage since 1867. In additien to that, worsted wools
coming in shrink considerably less than the other wools, so
that the amount of duty or the amount of protection that the
woolgrower receives depends upon the amount of wool there
is left after it is scoured. Thus the worsted man bringing In
his raw material has a considerable higher percentage of actual
wool left after it is scoured than the man who brings in the
other wool. .

Mr. SHARP. Does not that iliustrate what I sought to get
at in my first question, that a specific duty does play an im-
portant part, because it has to do with the weight and not the
ad valorem? -

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The specific duty plays a
tremendous part all through this schedule,

Mr. SHARP. That is what I thought.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The point I was trying to
make was that the language of the act, obstensibly dealing
with first and second class wools, dealt with only one class, so
that the manufacturer who uses one wool was paying a cer-
tain duty and the manufacturer who uses the other had to pay
a double duty, giving an advantage to the manufacturer who
used the foreign wool to the detriment and great distress of
the manufacturer who relies upon the production of our own
product. Now, not only was the worsted manufacturer bene-
fited in that respect, paying only one-half the duty that is paid
by his brother, the wool manufacturer, but he was also in re-
ceipt of a high tariff upon his by-products, because the worsted
manufacturer only uses the long threads or hairs of the wool,
more suitable for spinning into tight twisted threads than the
shorter forms of wool. In combing and laying those threads
in a manner suitable for him and, proceeding with its manu-
facture into worsted yarn he removes the short threads and
noils which are part of the raw material of his rival—the
woolen manufacturer. Now, then, he receives his raw material
at about half what his rival pays, and he is then in a position
to sell back to him at more than double thai duty the by-
product which his rival must use. By a trick he gets the raw
material at a low rate and he is permifted to charge this by-
product at a rate which is prohibitery. New, a¢ I said, the
worsted spinner when he imports raw matferi»i aiso benefits
tremendously by the shrinkage, so that lie gefs kis row material
in at about 13 cents a pound, and he gets 20 to 30 cents per
pound on this by-product which must be purchased by his
competitor. The present law has remedied all that. It applies
a duty of 20 cents per pound——

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to interrupt the gentle-
man, but I would like to ask for information, and I would be
very glad if the gentleman will tell me what the percentage of
manufactured wool is in the domestiec market in this country.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. What the percentage is——

Mr. RICHARDSON. What the percentage of the manufac-
tured wool that is used at home, leaving g certain percentage
to come in from foreign countries.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think we produce, roughly
speaking, about 50 per cent of the wool consumed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then that leaves an import of about

50 per cent, does it?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think so; roughly speaking,
about that.

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the genileman is not accurate—

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. XNo; I do not pretend fo be.

Mr. HARDY. I think the last showing was 327,000,000
pounds home production and 252,000,000 pounds, along about
that, of foreign wool.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. My recollection is that we
produce about half the wool we need in this country. That
varies from year to vear.

Mr. RICHARDSON., The domestic market consumes about

one-half of the manufactured wool, not of the raw wool, but
of the manufactured wool, in this country.
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Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think the domestic market
consumes practically all of the manufactured wool. I do not
think we export to any great extent.

Mr., SIMS. What do I understand the gentleman to mean
by the term “manufactured wool?"”

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think the gentleman from
Alabama meant cloth. I misunderstood him.

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman used it. .

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is, of course, a difference b
tween manufactured wool and raw wool.

Mr, HUGHES of New Jersey. I did not understand the gen-
tleman.

Mr., SIMS. I thought manufactured wool ceases to be raw
wool, and I understand is subject to the very highest competi-
tion with the world’s manufactured wool, is it not?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. At this time?

Mr. RICHARDSON. At this time; right now—1911.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Raw wool is in a competitive
condition.

Mr., RICHARDSON. The highest order of competition.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, I would not say that. It
is competitive now, becaunse we import a lot of wool.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I merely wanted to get the gentleman’s
idea.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To show you how this sched-
ule works out, the present law places a duty of 22 cents upon a
pound of washed-down eclothing wool. “Down” is a word
used to designate a particular kind of wool. If that wool
comes into this country washed at the present time—the short
wool they use for clothing purposes—it pays a duty of 22 cents
a pound. If, on the other hand, washed-down wool of the kind
possible for the spinner to use, comes into this country, it
pays a duty of only 12 cents a pound. The most remarkable
thing about this whole wool schedule, it seems to me, is the
fact that this has practically escaped the notice and knowledge
of Members of the House and Senators who have legislated
with reference to it. This is one of the most pronounced jokers
in the woolen schedule. ;

The proposed law puts a duty of 20 per cent on all three
classes of wool. There should be no difficulty about collecting
that duty. Wool, as a rule, is sold at public aunction in the
London or Liverpool markets. The duty is collected on the
value, and everybody knows precisely what a man pays for a
cargo of wool when he buys it in the open market. Twenty per
cent of that is collected from him before he is permitted to bring
it into these ports. Whether it is washed, unwashed, or scoured,
all these discriminations and classifications which it is impos-
gible for the average man, or even for a highly intelligent man,
to make anything out of when he is reading the present law
have been wiped away. One schedule of the present law will
gay “that the duty on this item shall be two and one-half times
as much as the duty on something else, and then 40 per cent ad
valorem ”; “the duty on a pound of this shall be half the duty
on a pound of something else, and so much added ad valorem.”
It was intended, it seems to me, in cold blood, when this sched-
ule was first brought into existence, to have it in such shape
that it would defy the intelligence of men of ordinary under-
standing. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The consequence of this situation is that the woolen manufac-
turer has been driven to a great extent from the field by his
worsted rival. The importation of woolen goods has been
largely of the woolen class and not of the worsted. Little of
that made by the worsted man has come into this country. Of
course, there are people in this country who insist on having
the imported goods. There are men whom you and I know who
insist upon having imported goods, and care little or nothing
what the tariff may be, but so far as the ordinary citizen is
concerned the worsted cloth that comes into this country does
not affect the price of his clothing. The woolen man, conse-
quently, has been ground between the upper and nether mill-
stones of the competition of the worsted man at home and the
foreigner abroad, because the worsted man was getting his raw
material at practically half of what the woolen weaver was pay-
ing and the foreigner was not paying any tax upon his raw
material at all. So that, so far as he was concerned, in a sched-
ule which was highly protective they were not willing to be fair
and divide with him and give him a part of the plunder. No.
It was certain gentlemen who represenied certain interests
which were influential here who were able to arrange that
schedule to the disadvantage of their rivals in business and the
American people and reap the profits for themselves. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

The yarn spinner is the man who prepares the product of the
worsted weaver. He takes that second-class wool which only

-

pays one duty and spins it into worsted and sells it to the worsted
weaver. He receives a shelter of protection to the extent of
from 82 to 143 per cent ad valorem equivalent,

Here is another angle from which the joker can be seen. The
worsted weaver can not protect himself against the worsted
spinner unless he also becomes a worsted spinner, because the
worsted spinners are in a position to charge him, by combining
together, any percentage of the income of his business that they
choose by raising the price of the raw material. So the worsted
man is in a very fortunate position. I have a pamphlet issued
by the carded-woolen people in which the worsted men are piec-
tured riding in a boy's wagon behind a goat—the woolen man
being the goat,

The worsted spinner, the worsted weaver, and the woolen
weaver are all at the mercy of the men who produce their raw
materials, The worsted weaver, if he is not also a worsted
spinner, is probably in a worse position than the manufacturer
of weolen goods, because the duty of 82 to 143 per cent makes
it absolutely impossible for him to go anywhere else except to
the worsted manufacturers of this country for his yarn. Out
of all the goods that were imperted into this country and all the
worsted that is used, there were only 200-odd thousand pounds
of yarn of an exceptionally fine grade imported into this coun-
try. The worsted spinner has the people and the worsted
weaver absolutely at his mercy.

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey
yield to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Certainly.

Mr. SHARDP. Inasmuch as the gentleman who has the floor
and who is addressing the House hails from the State of New
Jersey, I wish to say that during a recent visit that I made to
my home, one of the largest retail merchants in my home
town, in a conversation regarding the wool tariff, told me—and
he is of the opposite political faith, he being a Republican—
that in the last few years the price on a certain high grade of
cloth had been raised to him about 75 per cent. He referred,
I think, to the American Worsted Co., of the State of New
Jersey, and he characterized it as one of the most powerful
trusts there was in existence to-day. I would like to ask some
information from the gentleman, if he is able to give it, upon
the operations of that so-called trust,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, we have a lot of mos-
quitoes in New Jersey, and we have a lot of trusts in New
Jersey, and I have some doubts as to which of those two classes
of pests is the most numerous. [Laughter.] The existence
of a Woolen Trust would not be likely to attract my notice,
being an inhabitant of the State of New Jersey, unless it was
specifically called to my attention; but I am not sure but that
the organization to which the gentleman refers is in my dis-
trict, and I am a little bit uneasy as to just what effect the
speech I am now making will have upon them, [Laughter.]

Now, one of the results of the present law—that is, the pres-
ent Payne law, which ought to interest the woolgrowers—is
this: When the price is high, and on account of the heavy
shrinkage, the woolen man finds it difficult to pay for wool
produced at home, or on account of the tariff tax and shrinkage
to pay for wool produced abroad, being beset at the same time
by the competition of the worsted manufacturers, whose product
is side by side with his own in every tailor shop in the land,
he is compelled to betake himself to substitutes for wool, such
as cotton and shoddy. Now, it seems to me that there is some-
thing that ought to draw the attention of gentlemen who are
supposed to be, and I know are, sincerely interested in the
welfare of the wool producers of this country. They are sup-
posed to be receiving 11 cents per pound protection, but really
they compete with the light-shrinking wool that finally comes
into competition with them, and it transpires that they are re-
ceiving a protection of only 6% cents a pound under the present
law. Yet that 11 cents has been dangled out before their eyes,
and they conscientiously believe they have been receiving it all
these years, and in return for that they have been asked to
stand for the robbery and plunder of the balance of the Ameri-
can people at the hands of these manufacturers, [Applause on
the Democratic side.] =

I believe that one effect of this bill will be to increase the
consumption of home-grown wool, because it will put the woolen
man and the worsted man more on an equality. It will give
the woolen man “ more of a chance,” as the boys say, “ for his
white alley.” There have been many wool factories in this
couniry, the owners of which have been driven into exile and
the mills themselves shut down on account of the inequalities
and discriminations of this legislation, and yet, strange to say,
it is only within a very short time, so far as I can learn, that
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they have discovered what was the matter with them and un-
covered the inegualities of the law.

Here is a bulletin published by the Carded Wool Manufac-
turers’ Association of Boston, which I wish every Member of
this House would procure for himself and read. It is abso-
lutely amaging to think that men of brains and intelligence
sufficient to enable them to acquire fortunes and take care of
themselves in the .ordinary channels of trade and commerce
should so long have been abused in this way without actually
knowing that it was taking place.

The gentleman from Hlinois, my good friend Mr. MANN
was discussing the question of ghoddy the other day, and he
delivered himself of a rather peculiar line of philosophy, I
thought, when he objected most strenuously to permitting our
own people to be robbed and swindled by the sale of shoddy,
but thought it was a good practice for us to carry on those
tactics abroad. I will say that I have not investigated and do
not know how much shoddy we do use, nor how much per-
centage per capita, but he left the impression with the House,
or at least on my mind, that the reason we were not consuming
much shoddy in this couniry was because we were consuming
1 tremendous amount of wool and were getting good, warm
wool in our clothing instead of shoddy. He proudly pointed
out the fact that the soldiers of our country were the only
soldiers of any country who were clothed in wool. Well, I
happen to know that that statement is partially true, at least it
was true in 1808, that the American soldiers were clothed with
wool, because they sent us, clothed in heavy woolen suits, down
to Jacksonville, Fla., in the middle of the summer ; and strangely
enough, when cooler weather came, when September and Oec-
tober rolled around, and we were ordered to go North again,
they issued to us khaki clothing. [Laughter.] ;

But I have investigated the figures as to the consumption of
wool in this country, and I find that we consume 7.11 pounds
per capita annually, while in England, where the condition of
the workingiman is supposed to be so vastly inferior to our own,
I find that they consume 8.91 pounds per capita annually; and
those figures are for home consumption entirely. They do not
include the amount of wool actually used and exported; for if
they did, we would find that as against 7.11 pounds used in
America annually per capita the consumption of wool in Eng-
land is 19.62 pounds, showing conclusively that for some reason
or other, despite the tremendons prices that the American peo-
ple pay for their clothing, they are not getting clothing made of
wool. I do not know whether it is made of shoddy or paper or
this stuff that they put into the trusts when they overcapitalize
them—water. I do not know what it is, but I do know that it is
not wool, because the per capita consumption of this country
shows that we are not being clothed with wool.

Mr. MANN., Will the gentleman yield for a guestion for in-
formation?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I will be delighted.

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I yield to the gentleman from
Illinois,

Mr. MANN. I should like to ask the gentleman where he gets
his figures as to the amount of consumption of woolen products
and how he arrives at the figures?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I got the figures of the English
consumption from the report of the board of trade of England.

Mr. MANN. I mean in this country.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I must admit that I got that
from the report of the Committee on Ways and Means, The gen-
tleman will find in that report that the annual consumption in
this country is stated to be 7.11 pounds. I have no doubt the
figures are correct.

Mr. MANN. I have seen those figures questioned. That is the
reason I ask,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey., I have made no independent
investigation of that.

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman from New
Jersey add that the per capita consumption of wool in this
‘country is considerably less than it was 20 years ago?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey, Yes; that is true. It is less at
this time than it was 20 years ago. I think at some period be-
tween then and now it has been greater, but it is less now than
it was 20 years ago.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask the gentleman if the con-
sumption of wool in America was not the greatest when we had
free trade in wool in America?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That is my recollection; yes.
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Mr. FOWLER. I will ask if the last year of the Wilson bill
did not show a greater consumption of wool in America than
at any other time, previous or subsequent.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think the gentleman is
correct.

2 Mrl.l PAYNE. The gentleman has not the statistics on that,
as he?

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is misinformed.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think the gentleman from
Illinois is correct. I do know that the woolen weaving in-
dustry flourished during that period more than at any other
time in its history.

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to inquire if in 1897, the last year of
the Wilson bill, there was not consumed in America 601,-
000,000 pounds of wool, the greatest year of consumption before
or since? .

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am not familiar with those
figures; I have no doubt they are correct.

Mr. FOWLER. 1 desire to say that the report on wool from
1840 to 1910 shows that in that year—1897—there were 601,-
000,000 pounds of wool consumed in America, and in the
last year there was 581,000,000 pounds. Now, I desire to ask
one more question and then I am done,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. So long as the gentleman does
not care whether I answer or not.

Mr. FOWLER. No. The gentleman said that if we could get
a reduction on wool we could get good woolen clothes instead of
having clothes not made out of wool, and that there had been
watered stock put in some companies manufacturing woolen
goods, or to that effect. I want to ask the gentleman if it is
not a fact that they have also put in electricity, which is verified
by the rapidity with which they are going down into our pockets
and taking our money for shoddy goods? [Laughter.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am glad that the gentleman
does not insist on an answer.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I want, with the permission of
the gentleman from New Jersey, to commend the gentleman
from Illinois to the study of the report, when he will find that
the majority of this wool that he says was consumed was car-
ried over in subsequent years. I think as high as a million
pounds was carried over from one year to another. He will
find that it was not consumed, although it was imported and
dumped in here; it was carried over, and not consumed for some
years afterwards.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman—— ;

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I will say to the gentleman’
from Illinois that the statement he is about to put in the
Recorp has been put in, to my knowledge, two different times.
The gentleman from Illinois, in his speech, referred to that
statement, and I think the committee understands it. There
is no doubt about the accuracy of the figures the gentleman has.
The question is whether or not the wool was imported for
consumption in one year, or whether it was imported and
carried over?

Mr. FOWLER. I wanted to ask the gentleman from New
York how he accounts for the fact that in 1895 there was
509,000,000 pounds of wool consnumed in America—a greater
number of pounds than any previous year to that date?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would suggest to the gentle-
man from Illinois that any question he desires to ask the gentle-
man from New York had better be addressed to him when the
gentleman from New York makes his speech.

Mr. FOWLER. I beg pardon of the gentleman, becanse I did
not want the gentleman to make a statement that there was
wool carried over for that year.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman from New York
is going to address the committee on the subject, and I have no
doubt ample opportunity will be given the gentleman from
Illinois to discuss that important feature of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, before I leave this branch of the subject I
want to call the attention of the committee to the bulletin
issued by the carded woolen manufacturers, under date of May
11, and I call attention to this paragraph. It occurs in a letter
written by Edward Moir, the president of the Carded Woolen
Manufacturers Association, the industry that is so diseriminated
against in the present legislation. He says:

I desire also to call your attention to the common belief that the
prohibitory duties on heavy shrinking wool benefit the American wool-
gruwell'n}n; rlt:arcln the ganufsluitgr%r etg “gﬁ #merican woo!l. That is a
ot pmies the. Duyer” wiT iy Tor woet cothe “Whi ‘Lhvt Tt s
passed the buyer turns to cloth made of mixtures of cotton, wool, and
shoddy In order to get the goods at the ?rlce desired. The effect of
tThhesa robibitory duties on heavy shrinking wool are unmistakable.

efit the worsted spinner by oppressing his competitor the
ed woolen manufacturer. They force the consumers to clothe
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themselved with mixtures of cotton, shoddy, and wool. They injure
g:t vgﬁlgrower by bringing into disrepute the tarif that shéuld pro-

The only complete remedy for the inequalities In the duties on wool
are ad valorem rates. Such rates are fair to all, woolgrower, fWorsted
spinner, carded-woolen manufacturér, cléthier, ahd consumer. If the

resent specific tariff were cganxed to an equivalent ad vAlorem fariff

e effect would be to raise duties that are now below the average and
to lower the duties that are now above the average. In other words,
it would Dbe equalization. .

Mr. Chairman, in closing I want to say a few words about a
subject which seems to cause great concern to our friends on
the other side of the aisle, and that is the effect of this legisla-
tion upon the laboring classes of the country. I will say at the
outset,. if it was proposed in this bill to reduce the tariff to
such a point that there would be serious danger of making it
impossible for the manufacturer in this country to pay living
wages, a desire on the part of anybody to lower the tariff to
such an extent that it would be impossible for the Ameriean
manufacturer to pay living wages to his men, why, then,
gentlemen on this or the other side of the House are going to
have difficulty in getting me to go along with them.

Mr, MANN. That is what we think.

Mr., HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not anticipate any
trouble, however, on that score, because I have worked my-
gelf in the factories of the country, and I have worked
for very low wages, and I do not think that all of the time
I was employed in factories in the city of Paterson that I
averaged a dollar a day, taking into account the time that I
lost. I want fo tell you something else. Your campaign book
in 1905 published the amount of wages paid to the silk opera-
tives throughout this couniry and the number of operatives
engaged in such industry, and one day, having nothing else to
do, I divided one into the other, and I found that, although
this industry is protected to the extent of 50 per cent or more
ad valorem, the wages received by the operatives in that par-
ticular industry amounted to the munificent sum of $335 per
year.

Now, think of it! I will tell yon something else when you
get to talking about forelgn competition with American labor.
The fiercest competition that the silk manufacturers in the
city of Paterson ever met did not come from abroad. Oh, no;
it came from the State of Pennsylvania, where these gentlemen
come from who are inveighing against a revision of the tariff
for fear of injuring the laboring man. The situation existing
up there in Pennsylvania was absolutely ideal for their pur-
poses. Why, there the big, brawny men were working in the
mines and the little boys were picking slate out of the coal
as it shot down the chutes. Oh, I have seen them with their
hands bleeding—Ilittle fellows who ought to be at home being
attended to and taken care of by their mothers—I have seen
them with their nails bleeding from the constant impact against
the sharp corners of the glate. The men were employed and
the boys were employed. There remained only to find some
way of employing the infant girls. Suddenly some genius
thought of the silk business—that was the thing. They came
to my town and they enlisted the services of the manufacturers
and showed them what a world of cheap labor there was to be
had—a part of the miner’s family which was not now being
used. They induced the manufacturers to go up there; they
built them their factories for nothing; they gave them coal
at $1 a ton the year around; they remitted their taxes
for 10 and 15 years; and they put these little girls to work.
Took them out of the fields and off the hills, away from the
schools, the prettiest and nicest little girls a man ever looked
at. I have seen them up there, red cheeked, healthy, happy-
eyed children, deomed for the future to pass their lives within
the four brick walls of the silk mills of Pennsylvania. I saw
them there working, and I saw the pay rolls.

I saw girls doing work in one mill in the State of Pennsylva-
nia for $4 a week, and the scale in the city of Paterson then
being paid was from §15 to $21. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] Now I will yield fo the gentleman,

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Do you think that removing the tariff
would be a benefit or better the condition of the laboring men
in this country? .

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. My dear sir, I am coming to
that in a moment, because I have been under the impression
always, and I am still under the impression, that the tariff has
nothing to do with wages [applause on the Democratic side], as
the gentleman from Wisconsin very well said yesterday.

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. And state, if you please, if there is
any country that the sun shines on when it goes from east to
west around this globe where the laboring man is so well fed,
clothed, so well paid, and so happy as in the United States of
America. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman can get time to

make his T have heard that statement so often it makes
me tired. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
Mr, MANN. The truth generally hurts——

Mr. HUGHES pof New Jersey. Mr, Chairman, I am not pre-
paréd to say now there is any country where the condition of
the laboring man is better than it is here, for, unfortunately,
his condition is bad in a great many countries; but I will say,
just as did the gentleman from Wisconsin on yesterday, that the
wages and condition of workmen are fixed by a great many dif-
ferent contributory circumstances; and as he justly said, and
as the father of Hexey Groree gaid before him, the land values
in this country are one of the controlling things in fixing the
wages in this country. So long as there are free lands here, =0
long as the price of ag;lcultural labor is high, all labor will be
high. The iron law of wages, of which Adam Smith speaks,
arranges it so that a man will get enough to carry him into the
mill the next day strong, vigorous, and able to give an entire
day’s work to his employer; the very law of wages fixes that in
every corner of the globe. But you take the stand that you are
doing something for the American laboring man when you enable
his employer to plunder the people. You say to him, “I will
give you part of the plunder,” but he does not get it. [Applause
on the Democratic side,]

I do not deny that the protective tariff, if carried to its logical
conclusion—a combination or monopoly formed to take advan-
tage of it—I do not deny that that will enable these gentlemen
to pay high wages. But it does not compel them to pay those
wages. If the billion or nearly dollars’ worth of watered stock
of the Steel Trust, that it now compels us to pay dividends on,
had not been issued and that money was in the treasury of that
company instead of going out in dividends on that watered
stock, why of course they could pay tremendously high wages.
I say while it enables them to pay high wages it does not compel
them to pay high wages. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. SLOAN. I would like to ask the gentleman if he in-
dorses the taxation system of either HENRY GEORGE, or his dis-
tinguished father?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not know if the gentleman
has ever read any of the articles——

Mr. SLOAN. I think I have read nearly all those of the
elder and have heard some of the speeches of HENRY GEORGE, Jr.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am sure the gentleman will
agree with me, I find it very difficult indeed to disagree with
the elder Mr, George.

Mr. SLOAN. Do you agree with him?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To a large extent I do.

Mr. SLOAN. Does the gentleman’s party agree with him?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, I am not speaking for my
party.

Mr. HARDY. What has that to do with this question.

Mr, SLOAN. HexrY Georce and HeNeY Georce’s father are
noted for distinctive ideas on taxation——

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I suppose the gentleman is
referring now to the single tax?

Mr. SLOAN. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. And I want to limit my answer
to that.

Mr. SLOAN. More particularly that.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. And so I say I find it very hard
indeed to escape the conclusions drawn by Mr. George in such
of his works as I have read.

I never heard a joint discussion between a single-taxer and
a man opposed to the idea. There may be a good many argu-
ments fo be made on the other side of the proposition with
which I am not familiar and which might affect my mind.
But I must say that he seemed, so far as I have been able to
observe, to make it very difficult, indeed, for a fair-minded
man, with no preconceived convictions on the subject, to dis-
agree with him,

Mr. SIMS. In the city of Washington we have the single
tax where Congress legislates only, and intangible property,
such as stocks, bonds, or anything of that sort, goes scot free.
You want a single tax where Congress makes all the laws youn
have.

Mr. SLOAN. Do yon want it in Tennessee?

Mr. SIMS. If I was like some of these millionaires here,
with my property in bonds and stocks, I would want it here
and be scot free of taxation.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I want to assure the gentle-
men on the other side of the aisle, that so far as I have been
able to gather from my investigation of the subject, nobody has
claimed that the labor cost of any of the articles contained in
the different items of this schedule in any case exceeds 25 per




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2113

cent. So that we are levying upon every item more than the
amount of the total labor cest involved. Now, if gentlemen
are fair and candid, they ought to stop talking about the in-
ability of the American manufacturer to pay American wages,
when in addition to the wages he does pay before he can bring
his goods into the ports of this counfry he must pay a sum
which is more than equivalent to the total labor cost of the
article. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The wages paid in the woolen industry will stand examina-
tion, and the figures of the last census show—not the figures
under the present census, which I think will show an increase,
but the figures of the last census—that the average wages re-
ceived in the woolen industry are $364 a year. Now, right at
that point I want to read you—

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is the average duty en wool and
woolen goods?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The average duty is about 92
per cent, I think.

There is a pamphlet here headed, “The wool manufacture
in America and Europe.”

This company is in my district, at Passaie, N. J. Mr. Fors-
man is former president of the German tariff commission, and
he is making a plea for the retention of the present duties.
He employes three or four thousand hands in my district. This
is one of the claims he makes why the present duty should be
;et:;h;z’d. This is one of the disabilities under which, he says,

e labors:

The operatives in American woolen mills, in spite of the very much
higher wages paid, are largely drawn from the ranks of unskilled
labor. And whence does this unskilled labor come? There is little of
it among native-born Americans. It is taken from the steady flow of
immigration into this country.

[Applause on the Democratie side.]

Here we have the situation. This gentleman insists upon an
ad valorem tariff duty upon the things he sells, to wit, worsted
and woolen goods, but at the same time the thing that he buys
is coming in free at every port in this country.

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. HULL. Do not the statistics show that more than 60
per cent of the total mill employees in the country are foreigners?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It is my recollection that
more than 60 per cent of the employees throughout the country
are of that character.

Mr, HULL. The very character of labor about which they
complain in other countries.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would like to go on, but I
will yield.

Mr. DYER. The gentleman presents some tables in that
statement, and I would like to ask him if he has examined them
as to the wages paid in Germany and this country, and I would
like to ask him, if he has examined them, to state whether or
not they are correct.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I think they are not. I think
they are substantially incorrect; but I examined them neverthe-
less, Now, I would just like to say this: Anybody who knows
anything about the labor guestion knows that the real cause of
high wages in any line of industry is close, compact organiza-
tion.

You will find men in industries that are capable of being
organized recelving high wages. You will find men in indus-
tries that under present conditions are incapable of being highly
organized receiving low wages. One of the things that the
American workingmen ask at the hands of Congress is an op-
portunity to organize. They ask that they be not selected
especlally for the operation of the horrible writs of injunction
which are never invoked against anybody else in the manner in
which they are invoked against them. Now, instead of passing
high tariffs, for which the workingmen are not asking you, if
you really wanted to favor the American workingman why did
you not, when you were in power all these years, pass an
effective anti-injunction law that would permit him_to go on
strike and enable him to get some of the benefits which you
give the manufacturer with the understanding that he would
give part of it back to his workingmen in the form of higher
wages? [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
vield for a question which I believe is not considered by him
irrelevant, and that is this—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey
yield to the gentleman from Colorado?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Certainly,

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I would like to know if, in the
opinion of the gentleman, any tariff legislation will appreciably
benefit the condition of the wage earners in this country?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman mean
tariff legislation now, or as a general proposition?

Mr, MARTIN of Colorado. As a general proposition.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. As a general proposition, no.
Why should the manufacturer be expected to share with his
workingmen? If I were dying to-night and were leaving money
for my wife and my children, intrusting it to somebody, I
would try to put him under bond, even if he were my closest
friend; and in the same way why should we turn over fo the
manufacturer the opportunity to plunder the American people
on his mere say-so that he, without giving bond of any kind,
will turn over part of the plunder to somebody else? [Applause
and laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit a word
further just there, rather in the way of explanation?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes, sir,

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. My view being that no tariff legis-
lation, in view of modern industrial developments and condi-
tions, will tend appreciably to solve the economic and industrial
problems confronting the wage earners in this counfry. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] In other words, I think the
tariff is very largely a sham issue and a humbug, whether it is
high tariff, low tariff, or no tariff, in so far as it involves the
welfare of the American wage earner and the solution of the
great issues that are really pressing upon the American people
for solution. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. .It might be possible for the
American workingman to benefit from the tariff if he could effect
a close and compact organization. For instance, if he could
protect himself against immigration, if he had the genius to
organize all the different branches of the different industries so
that he himself could become a monopolist, so that he could say
to the other monopolists, “ When you are stealing from the
people, steal enough for me and give it to me.” [Applause and
laughter on the Democratic side.] . It might be possible for him
then to benefit. But as it stands now, you give a monopoly to
the manufacturer. You say: *“ We protect you from competi-
tion,” and the 10 manufacturers, say, who were formerly operat-
ing independently, combine and raise the price and get the
benefit, and simply refuse to carry out their compact and bar-
gain. They go to the four ends of the earth to get cheap labor
to enable them to evade the solemn obligations they entered into
to pay part of their profits back in high wages to the American
workmen. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr, ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey
yield to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. ALLEN. The gentleman has undoubtedly received let-
ters, as a number of us have, to the effect that certain redue-
tions in the duties or the tariff taxes mean the cutting of the
wages of the employees in the manufacturing concerns?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes, sir.

Mr. ALLEN. Has the gentleman ever received a letter saying
that it might reduce the dividends by a tenth of 1 per cent or cut
the salary by 5 cents of an officer of the concern? [Laughter on
the Democratic side.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not think that question
needs any answer. It answers itself. It used to be the common
practice in this country, at the close of a campaign, for the
manufacturers to post notices in their mills to the effect that if
the Democrats elected a President their employees need not come
back to work on Wednesday morning after election day, the
election taking place on Tuesday; and on two different occa-
sions, as I remember, after they had elected a Republican Presi-
dent, within a week after the election, there were strikes against
reduction of wages.

Mr. SIMS. On account of what?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, on account of the fack
that the election was over. [Laughter on the Democratic side.]
They did not need them again for four long years, and by that
time a high percentage of them would be replaced by workers
from other lands and other climes. [Laughter and applause on
the Democratic side.]

Now, gentlemen, I cut out of the New York World a clipping
sometime ago, when gentlemen were discussing generally the
operations of the Steel Trust and when that organization was
being lauded throughout the country on account of the way it
treated its men. That clipping stated that at that time the steel
strikers numbered 20,000 and were rapidly organizing. A read-
ing of the body of the clipping shows that these men were
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striking, for 15 cents an hour, for a 10-hour day, 6 days to con-
stitute a week's work. Now, you know what the average ad
valorem protection is upon steel. I sat in the Ways and Means
Committee room when the distinguished gentleman from New
York [Mr. Payxe] was chairman of the Committee on Ways
and Means, and heard Mr. Miles, of Wisconsin, beg that com-
mittee to put his produet upon the free list if they had to, in
order that he might get free raw materials and extend his busi-
ness to all the four quarters of the earth, He said that at that
time not only had the Steel Trust control of the steel situation
not only had they control of the wages of the workingmen, buf
that they had control of the manufacturers of this country;
and he said: “ Gentlemen, in the name of God, take the fingers
of this Steel Trust from my throat, o that my children and my
children's children may not be compelled to be their servants.”
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

As I recollect the figures—I do not pretend to state them
accurately—he then said he was compelled to pay $1.40 a hun-
dred for steel billets laid down in Pittsburg, like those which
the German manufacturer could buy laid down in Antwerp for
$1 a hundred. If that is not substantially correct, I trust the
gentleman from New York will correct me, I do not pretend to
quote the figures with absolute accuracy, but that is my recol-
lection.

Mr. PAYNE. I recollect very well that when the proposition
was made to put agricultural implements, which Mr. Miles made,
upon the free list, he came around and objected most stren-
uously.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes; I know. I will say that
the statement which I have made will not be found in the
printed hearings. You will find, if you examine it, that Mr.
Miles's statement, as contained in the printed hearings, does
not contain any such statement as that which I have made upon
the floor. .

Mr. MANN. That could only be because Mr, Miles himself
took it out.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, certainly; I understand
that.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Miles had the freest opportunity to revise
his statement, and to put in anything that he wanted to, and to
take out anything that he wanted to.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I understand that.

Mr. MANN. Was not that a sort of fraud upon the com-
mittee? I think we are agreed about Mr, Miles.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. With reference to the price of steel billets
in Pittsburg and Germany, was the statement of Mr. Miles cor-
rectly quoted by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Hucnes] ?

Mr, PAYNE. I do not recall his statement as to the exact
difference.

Mr. GARNER. But there was a difference?

Mr. PAYNE. But I know that the committee made a very
substantiial eut.

Mr. GARNER. Was there a difference in favor of the steel
billets in Germany as against the Pittsburg mills?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Obh, yes.

Mr. PAYNE. I can not recollect what Mr. Miles said about
that.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not think the gentleman
quite understands me.

Mr. PAYNE. As you will recollect, we had accurate infor-
mation before the committee as to the cost of steel billets in
this country and in Germany.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I did not intend to say, and I
think the gentleman from Texas thought I said, that the Steel
Trust was selling at one price in Pittsburg and at another price
in Germany. That was not my statement. They may have been
doing that, and I understand they were doing that very thing at
that time; but the point I was trying to make was that the Ger-
man manufacturer of steel laid down steel billets at Antwerp at
$1, and the Steel Trust laid down steel billets at Pittsbarg at
$1.40, being enabled to charge that much more by reason of the
tariff.

Now, why was that difference allowed? That 40 cents a hun-
dred was given to the Steel Trust in order that it might pay liv-
ing wages to American workingmen and enable them to clothe
and feed their families and bring them up according to Ameri-
can standards. That is what it was given to them for. Now,

what did they do with it? We find 20,000 men on a strike so
that they might get $1.50 for 10 hours a day, and 6 days to con-
stitue a week's work. We found afterwards in that great State
of Pennsylvania, in this very strike, men were working as high
as 17 hours a day and 7 days in a week. The Pittsburg Survey,
which the gentleman from Wisconsin referred to, showed that

the conditions in the city of Pittsburg were such that the men’s
wages were based on the ability of a single man in lodgings to
live, and that once a man was hampered by a single dependent,
a wife or a child, he must begin to go down to the slough of
despond, where he belongs who spends every day more than he
can earn. That is the sitnation that the Pittsburg Survey found
in the highly protected State of Pennsylvania.

If you want to be friendly to the American Inborer, as I stated
before, instead of passing high-tariff legislation, which he has
not asked for, give him the legislation that he is elamoring for.
HMr. MANN. Why do you not do it? You have control of the

ouse.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. But we have not control of the
other body.

Mr. MANN. Why do you not do it now?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. This minute?

Mr. MANN. Yes; instead of tariff legislation, why do you
not pass their bill?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. In order to relieve the mind
of the gentleman from Illinois, and I know he is wrought up
over it, I will say that the chairman of the Judiciary Committee
[Mr. CrayTox] has introduced a bill, and in the fullness of time
I have no doubt it will be reported favorably to the House,
which divides contumacious conduct Into direct and indirect
contempt of court, and strikes out of the hands of the employer
of labor one of the weapons they have heretofore used for
oppressing and plundering the men who work for them.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, knows that there are thousands
of bills introduced in the House.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. But this bill will be reported,
and I have no doubt will pass.

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman from Illinois vote for it
when it comes before the House?

Mr. MANN. I will determine that question when it comes
before the House. ;s

Mr. HUGHES of New Jerseyw I have no doubt that the gen-
tleman from Illinois will knock out a comma here and a period
there, and finally vote for the bill. [Laughter.]

Mr., MANN. I have no doubt it will take a grammarian to
perfect it. [Laughter.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would rather have the
scerutiny of the gentleman from Illinois than not because I am
very anxious that it should be a good bill. Now, Mr. Chairman,
I have been in the House some time, and I have got over refer-
ring to myself as a new Member. [Laughter.] I notice that
when gentlemen on that side of the House are considering the
trust question they are very much afraid that they are going to
do something detrimental to the workingman, and when they
are considering the workingman they are very much afraid they
are going to hurt the trusts. [Laughter and applause.]

The American workingman, after all, only asks for a square
deal. He asks that this country be kept abreast, as far as
legislation is concerned, with other great nations of the world.
It is enough to bring the blush of shame to the cheek of any
man who is proud of this country to know that it is practically
now a crime for an organization, the members of which are en-
gaged in producing a product that may become the subject of
interstate commerce, or are engaged in interstate commerce
itself, to strike. There is not the slightest doubt in my mind—
and I have been engaged in many injunction suits and have
defended labor men against the charge of conspiracy—I say
there is not the slightest doubt in my mind but that a strike
of trainmen on a railroad engaged in interstate commerce is a
violation of the Sherman antitrust lJaw. That should not be.
There is nobody on this side of the House, and I believe a very
negligible number on either side, who does not think that that
sitnation ghould be remedied.

In England, as soon as the first intimation was received that
the courts intended to hold that an organization of labor, acting
within the purposes of its organization, going upon a strike and
doing amything lawful and peaceable to make the strike suc-
cessful—as soon as Parliament found that the courts would
decide that that might be unlawful, they immediately passed a
bill distinguishing organizations of labor from all other organi-
zations and making it lawful for them to do what it might be
unlawful for other organizations to do. That is in England,
where they do not pretend to have established a fiscal policy
solely for the benefit of the laboring man.

Mr, MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
permit a question?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Has the gentleman heard that
the first labor injunction issued by a court in this country was
based uaon an English decision to cure and prevent the repeti-
tion of which the English statute was passed?
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Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yeg; I am familiar with that.
I am familiar with the fact also that this anti-injunction ques-
tion, which is a burning issue—1I 4o not know whether you gentle-
men are all aware of it or not—which is 4 burning issue in this
country, has been settled in England, and surely we onght to be
able to keep fairly abreast of that nation. We are so fond of
pointing to her, making her the background upon which to show
up our own superiority in every way, that it seems to me we
ought to make an honest effort at least to give the American
workingman the same chance to fight for his life and the life
of his little ones that England gives the English workingman.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

In the Westmoreland mining district there is a strike on at
the present time, and the first thing that mine operator did, as
is usually done in all such cases, was to get control of {he local
criminal machinery—the loecal judge, whom we must not recall;
the prosecuting attorney; the sheriff—all the machinery for the
operation of the criminal law was seized at once. All of those
officers, perhaps, were put in office by the manufacturer or the
coal operator, and in Westmoreland we have that situation.
We had these men down here before the Committee on Rules
begging that an investigation be held.

Testimony was given to show that these men went on strike,
and that immediately, in pursuance to the usual custom, an
injonetion was issued against them and they were forbidden
to meet. When they did meet the sheriff's deputies, men sworn
in by the sheriff and paid by the coal miners, shot them down,
and 20 of those striking miners were killed during the year
and a half that this strike has lasted. Why, you talk about
Russia! Does any man here dare to say that that could hap-
pen in any civilized country in the world except this? And it
could not happen here but for the one thing, as one of these
men said in the hearings, that these are a lot of poor, ignorant
foreigners, who were brought over to drive down the wages
of the American workingmen; and they have no idea of their
own rights, no influence, and receive little or no sympathy
from the people in the surrounding community. Those things
are the things that drive the wages down. That is the sitna-
iion that prevents the American laboring man from getting
his share of that which you so lavishly dispense to the mnnu-
facturer; and I hope we will do one of two things: I hope we
will either shield the American laboring man from this influx
of immigration to an extent that is practicable, because I am
no extremist in that regard, or else that we will relieve him,
on the other hand, from the oppressions of the monopolies
which charge him extortionate prices for that which he must
have.

Mr. Chairman, in closing I will say that I think this is a
good bill. I think it is a step in the right direction. I am
one of those who, if we had power, would not rush hastily
into a reckless revision of tariff schedules. I do not know
that I ever heard any other man in this House say that he was
in favor of a schedule-by-schedule revision before I said so.
Two years ago, speaking on the Payne law, I took that posi-
tion—that schedule-by-schedule revision was the way to handle
this tariff question—because I do not believe any party ever
was elected or will be elected that is powerful enough to meet
the combined interests that are represented in all these tariff
schedules. You can see the fight that the Woolen Trust is able
to put up now on this cne.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Yes.

Mr. WEEKS. The gentleman from New Jersey has just
stated that this is a step in the right direction. Can he inform
the House what, in his opinion, will be the last step in this
direction?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No; it all depends upon cir-
cumstances.

Mr. WEEKS. How scon will the next step be tuken?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, the gentleman is not ask-
ing his guestion in good faith?

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; I am.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, I do not know. I wonld
advise the gentleman to consult a clairvoyant. [Laughter.]
I am neither the prophet nor the son of a prophet.

Mr. WEEKS, I am doing the next best thing, consulting a
Representative on the Democratic side of the House who is

talking.

Mr, HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, we have 226 men over
here, and at least 225 bosses, so you will have to go elsewhere
for your information.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman speaks of only one who is not
a boss, and I am sure it is not the gentleman from New Jersey.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Oh, I am a mild-mannered
man, as the gentleman from Illinois knows.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that the gentleman from Ilinois
does not like this bill, but then he did not like the Payne bill.
[Laughter and applause on the Demoecratic side] In faet,
from what I know of the gentleman from Illinois in matters
of legislation, I have come to the conclusion he is rather hard
to please. But, whether this biil is a good bill or a bad bill,
one thing I do know, and that is that it is different from the
Payne bill. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]
Angd so far as I am concerned, and so far as the balance of my
collengues on this side of the aisle are concerned, we are satis-
fied to go to the country calm and confident in the assurance
that it is vastly different from the Payne bill. [Loud applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Jouxson of Een-
tucky having taken the clhair as Speaker pro tempore, AMr.
Browx, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under
consideration the bill (H. R. 11019) and had directed him to
report that it had come to no resolution thereon.

EXTENSION OF EEMARKS,

Afr. BURKE of Bouth Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I submitted some
obgervations on the resolution offered by the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. Crarx] this afternoon and I desire to extend my
remarks in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request
will be granted.

There was no objection.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire in my remarks
to incorporate some statements in reference to the pensions of
soldiers as conducted in that institution and a few other little
statements of that kind, and I would like permission to extend
them in the Recoap.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the request
will be granted.

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned o meet to-morrow, Friday,
June 16, 1911, at 12 o’clock noon.

.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clauge 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11654) for the erection of a
monument to the memory of Gen. James Winchester, of Ten-
nessee; to the Committee on the Library.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11655) for removing obstructions, etc.,
from Obed River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11656) authorizing and directing the Secre-
tary of War to prepare a roster of all the armies engaged®in
the service of the United States in all its wars, except the Civil
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 11657) for increasing the
efficiency of Army bands; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 11658) to further regu-
late the admission to and transmission through the United
States mails of certain publications; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads,

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 11659) to pro-
hibit the use or production of acetylene on cars used in inter-
state transportation of passengers, and to provide for the en-
forcement thereof; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R, 11660) to authorize the
8t. Louis-Kansas City Electric Railway Co. to construct a bridge
across the Missourli River at or near the town of Weldon
Springs Landing, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill {H. R. 11661) to provide for the re-
tirement of employess in the civil service; to the Committee on
Reform in the Civil Bervice.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11662) to repeal an act to
establish a uniform system of bankruptey throughont the United
States, approved July 1, 1898 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By AMr. BORLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 208) directing the
Committee on the District of Columbia to inquire into the en-
forcement of the acts of Congress requiring fire esecapes and
relating to the construction of buildings in the District of
Columbia ; to the Committee on Rules.
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By Mr. CLINE: Resolution (H. Res. 210) authorizing the
Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings to have print-
ing and binding done; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. HEFLIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) authoriz-
ing the President to appoint Panama-Pacific Infernational Ex-
position Commissioners; to the Committee on Industrial Arts
and Expositions,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions were
Introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 11663) granting
an increase of pension to Benjamin Evenbeck; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 11664) granting a pension to
Naney Lay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11665) for the
relief of Thomas 8. Johnson ; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 11666) granting a pension
to Cedonia Bridwell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 11867) for the relief of Lient.
Herbert Hayden; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 11668) granting a pension to
Richard L. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A Dbill (H. R. 11669) for the relief of
Hans M. Branson; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11670) for the relief of Howard H.
Ragan; to the Committee on the Publie Lands.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11671) granting pay to Faver
Cason ; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11672) granting a pension to Lewis K.
Grigsby; to the Committee on Pensions.

Alse, a bill (H. R. 11673) granting a pension to Margie E.
Cardwell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11674) granting a pension to A. C. Staf-
ford: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11675) granting a pension to George
Stephens, sr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11676) granting a pension to John 8.
Draper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11677) granting a pension to Daniel Ladd:
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11678) granting a pension to Andrew J.
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

.Alsge, a bill (H. R, 11679) granting an increase of pension to
Robert Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 11680) granting an increase of pension to
Robert F. Boles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11681) granting an increase of pension to
John Reader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11682) granting an increase of pension to
John B. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11683) for the relief of Charles W. Hewg-
ley; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11684) for the relief of William Strong;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11685) for the relief of Shadrick Garrett;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11686) for the relief of R. L. Thompson;
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11687) for the relief of James W. Turner;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11888) for the relief of the heirs of Dillard
MeMillian, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11689) for the relief of the heirs of James
M. Marchbanks; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11690) to remove the charge of desertion
standing against J. T. Bandy; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11691) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the heirs of
Josiah Anthony, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. KORBLY : A bill (H. R. 11692) granting a pension to
Wilson Zurmehly; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11693) granting a pension to Toinette
Blackwell Glover; to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Joseph J.
Lilly; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 11695) granting an increase of pension to
Michael Shuppert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11696) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel W. Vest; to the Committee oh Invalid Pensions.

so, a bill (H. R. 11697) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas B. Hornaday ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 11698) granting an increase of pension to
Willlam I. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11699) granting an increase of pension to
Willlam H. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 11700) granting an increase of
pension to David Finger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11701) granting an increase of pension to
George White, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11702) granting an increase of pension to
Emma L. Counsell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 11703) granting a pension to
Henry J. Hennigar, alias Edgar Swissberry; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11704) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of David Crow-
ther; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. REILLY : A bill (H. R. 11705) granting an increase
of pension to George B. French; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 11706) granting
an increase of pension to Francis M. Le Pert; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph H. Shipman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 11708) for the relief of
Sarah J. Van Vliet; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11700) granting an increase of pension to
Aungustus E. Zeitler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 11710) granting an increase of
pension to Noah H. Stout; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 11711) for the relief of
Emma F. Coyle; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11712) for the relief of the heirs of
Granville J. Sinkhorn; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11713) to carry into effect the findings of
the Court of Claims in the case of Rudolphus Minton; to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. WHITHE: A bill (H. R. 11714) granting an increase
of pension to John J. Watters; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, =

Also, a bill (H. R. 11715) granting an increase of pension to
William P. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 11716) for the
relief of James Potter; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Communication signed by Wal-
ter C. Lomezak and others, druggists, of Gloversville, N. Y.,
protesting against the passage of House bill 8887; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. AYRES: Communication from H. Planten & Son, of
Brooklyn, N. X,, indorsing a resolution of the drug-trade sec-
tion of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, op-
posing the passage of House bill 8387; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of residents of the Bronx, in favor of the par-
cels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. Dyer: Paper in support of House bill 4829, granting
a pension to Allen Barnes; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Petition of numerous citizens
of Arkansas, asking for a reduction of the duty on raw and
refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GARNER: Petitions of Alex Pomerantz and O. J.
Berman, of Segnin, Tex., asking for a reduction in the duty on
raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: Petitions of W. J. Wolf
and numerous other residents of New York City, praying for
the repeal of the duty on lemons; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. KAHN: Resolution of State Council of California,
Junior Order of American Mechanics, advoecating amendment of
immigration laws, to restrict alien immigration, ete.; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolution of board of supervisors, Calaveras County,
Cal., favoring acquisition or control by the United States Gov-
ernment of the Big Tree Grove in Calaveras County, Cal.; to
the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petitions of citizens of
Lincoln and Havelock, Nebr., requesting investigation of the
lagaliutlye:t the arrest in the McNamara case; to the Commitiee
on R
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By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of the State Council of
California, Junior Order United American Mechanics, request-
ing amendments to the present immigration laws; to the Com-
mittee on the Judieiary.

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran-
cisco, favoring negotiations between the United States and
Great Britain of an unlimited arbitration convention, as pro-
posed by President Taft; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of the chambers of commerce of San Fran-
cisco and Stockton, Cal., reguesting the transfer of the sloop
of war Portsmouih to San Francisco; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Alsgo, petition of numerous citizens of California, indorsing |

Mr. Drreer’'s resolution for an investigation of the arrest of
MeNamara and McManigal; to the Commititee on Rules.

By Mr. REILLY: Resolutions of the National Consumers’
League at its annual meeting in Pittsburg, Pa., protiesting
against the employment of minors in the delivery of mail; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. WHITE: Papers to accompany House bill 11609,
granting an increase of pension to William Ross; to the Com-
mitteo on Imvalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of Milwaukee
Clearing House Association, of Milwaukee, Wis., relating to
preposed legislation affecting cold-storage industries; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of National Consumers’ League at its an-
nual meeting in Pittsburg, Pa., protesting against the employ-
ment of minors in the delivery of mail; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

SENATE.

Frmay, June 16, 1911.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap-
proved.

PETITIONS AKD MEMORIALS,

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Washington, D. C., favor-
ing the consideration of the appropriation bills for the expenses
of the District of Columbia by the Appropriations Committees of
the Senate and House, instead of by the District of Columbia
Committees, which were referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

He also presented a memorial of Keene Hill Grange, No. 1602,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Ohio, remonsirating against the pro-
posed reeiprocal trade agreement between the United States and
Canada, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Chamber of
Commerce of Washington, D. C,, praying that the District of
Columbia appropriation bill be referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia for consideration instead of to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations.

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 47,
Farmers’ Edueational and Cooperative Union of Ameriea, of
Counlterville, TI1., remonstrating against the proposed reciprocal
trade agreement between the United States and Canada, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of Retail Clerks' Union No. 219,
of Belleville, Ill, remonstrating against the ratification of the
proposed treaty of arbitration between the United States and
Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of ILa
Grange, 111, praying for the enactment of legislation for the
preservation and control of the waters of Niagara Falls, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Peace Society, of
Chicago, 111, praying for the ratifiention of the proposed treaty
of arbitration between the United States and Great Britain,
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Group 8 Bank-
ers’ Assoclation of Illinois, favoring the adoption of an amend-
ment to the national-bank act permitting national banks to
make loans on renl estate, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Progressive Grange,
No. 308, Patrons of Husbandry, of Healdsburg, Cal, praying
for the adoption of an amendment to the so-called cold-storage
bill extending the time limit for the cold storage of articles of
food, which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures.

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of sundry Indians residing
on the Winnebago Indian Reservation, Nebr., praying for the
enactment of legislation permitting the Winnebago Tribe of In-
dians to submit claims to the Court of Claims, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. STEPHENSON. I present a joint resolution adopted by
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which I ask may be
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Com-
merce.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Ion;f resolution (J. Res. 120 memorializing Con

e

all dams owned by the United Jt.ates and maintain
the Fox River to be eguipped with fishways.
Whereas the public ht of fis in the Fox River between the

cities of De Pere and O Wis., been practically destroyed by

the placing of dams une%u.l with fishways in said river; and

hereas the United Btates Government owns, controls, and main-

tains a number of such dams in and across saild river: Thereforé be it

to couse
in and across

Resoleed the assembly (the semate concurring), That the Congress
of the United SBtates be respectfully requested to eause all dams owned
and controlled by the United States and maintained in and across the

o Mn i, gcan £ e sogped i tepaie twass Lo b
Resclved, That a ¥ of this resolution be forwarded to the United
States Senators and Congressmen from the State of Wisconsin and to
the Chief Clerks of the two Houses of Congress.
C. A, IxgrAw,
Speaker of the Assembly.
THOMAS MORRIS,
President of the Benate.
C. E. SHAFFER,
Ohief Clerk of the Assembly.
F. WYLIB,
COhief Clerk of the Senate.

Mr. STEPHENSON presented the petition of Capt. H. A.
Hamilton and sundry other citizens of Whitewater, Wis,
praying for the enactment of legislation to further inerease the
efliciency of the Organized Militia, which was referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of sundry business men of
Spooner, Wis,, remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation designed to prevent legitimate protective price agree-
ments and restrictions, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented-a petition of the First Unitarian Society
of Milwaunkee, Wis., praying for the establishment of an inter-
national court of arbitration, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of
Kansas, remonstrating against the proposed reciprocal trade
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHIVELY presented memorials of the congregations of
the Seventh-day Adventists Churches of Minora, Noblesville,
Middletown, North Vernon, Kennard, and Kokomo, all in the
State of Indiana, remonstrating against the enforced observance
of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a memorial of the congre-
gation of the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Washburn, Me.,
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Aroostook County, Me.,
remonstrating against the enforced observance of Sunday as a
day of rest in the District of Columbia, which were ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. KERN presented memorials of the congregations of the
Seventh-day Adventist Churches of Indianapolis, Elnora, Ken-
nard, and North Vernon, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrat-
ing against the enforced observance of Sunday as a day of rest
?lb;he District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the
able.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill (8. 1078) to amend section 4 of
an act entitled “An act for the preservation of the public peace
and the protection of property within the District of Columbia,”
approved July 20, 1892, as to kiteflying, submitted an adverse
report thereon (No. T1), which was agreed to, and the bill was
postponed indefinitely.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the
following bills, reported them each with amendments, and sub-
mitted reports thereon:

8.1072. A bill to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbia (Rept. No. 72) ; and

8.1081. A bill to provide for punishment for larceny of public
property from the workhouse and the reformatory of the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Rept. No. 73). .

He also, from the Committee on Fisheries, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2775) to authorize the establishment of
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